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Current Topics. 


House of Lords Appeals during Dissolution of 
Parliament. 

THe APPEAL of Rex vy. Ball, and other appeals, were 
heard by the House of Lords since the late Parliament 
was dissolved. Some reporters have thought it necessary 
to call attention to the fact that the House of Lords sat during 
the dissolution by the heading “Sittings during Dissolution ”"— 
see, for instance, 1910, W. NA 274. This heading serves as a 
reminder that prior to the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876, 
the final Appeal Court of the United Kingdom could not sit 
during the prorogation or dissOlution of Parliament. By section 
8 of that Act the House of Lords is empowered to sit during a 
prorogation for the purpose of hearing appeals. By section 9, 
“the Lords of Appeal” may be specially authorized by writing 
under the Royal Sign Manual, “in the name of the House 
of Lords to hear and determine appeals during the dissolu- 
tion of Parliament,” and for that purpose to sit in the House 
of Lords and exercise the jurisdiction of the House in its 
name. This seems to be the furthest limit yet reached in the 
direction of statutory recognition of the transfer of judicial 
functions from the House of Lords to a mere committee of 
its members. It needs but one more short Act—enabling 
the Lords of Appeal to sit elsewhere than in the House of 
Lords and hear appeals otherwise than in the name of the 
whole House—to completely separate the final Appeal Court 
from the legislative House of Lords. One step further, and a 
single Appeal Court for the Empire would have been set up ; 
it would only be necessary for every member of the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council who is not already a peer to be 
made a “ Lord of Appeal,” and for the functions of the Judicial 
Committee to be transferred to the Lords of Appeal, and the 
present fine and unsatisfactory distinctions between the Lords 
and the Judicial Committee would cease to exist. 


Reversion Duty. 

THE FOLLOWING remarks, says a learned correspondent, may 
help to clear up any doubts remaining in the minds of your 
readers as to the incidence of reversion duty on the sale of the 
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reversion to the lessee and the consequent merger of the lease. | to be made use of in a case where numerous shippers < ae on 
The Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, provides, section 44, that | a general ship desire to assert claims in respect of tor pe of these 
unless the context otherwise requires, the expression “lessor” | goods. The action was brought in respect of em 8 shipped on 
includes the person for the time being entitled to the reversion, | Te Knight Commander, which was sunk by the ase se! the 
whether freehold or leasehold, expectant on the determination of | Russo-Japanese war, on suspicion of carrying contraband, and the 
the lease. We are at once met with a difficulty. The persons | plaintiffs elected to proceed under rule 9 of R. S. C. ord. 16 
for the time being entitled to the reversion (who we shall call | rather than rule 1. Rule 1, in the form introduced in 1896, is 
the reversioners) form a class of which the lessor is one, and, exceedingly wide in its terms, and evables all epaagells 
therefore, though “ reversioner ” in common language includes the | joined in one action as plaintiffs, “‘ in whom any right to re i. in 
lessor, the lessor does not include every reversioner. We must | respect of or arising out of the same transaction gg: of 
therefore affix a meaning different from the common meaning to | transactions is alleged to exist, whether jointly, severally, or in 
the word “includes” in the definition of “lessor,” and the only | the alternative, where, if such persons brought separate actions, 
reasonable construction which we can place on the words is that | any common question of law or fact would arise.” It seems to 
“lessor” means “reversioner.” This is a construction not | have been admitted that the shippers, who were about forty-five 
unknown to grammarians, where part is used for the whole. It | in number, might have joined in one action under this rule, but 
is used in the sentence “the general crossed the river,” where | instead of doing so, recourse was had to rule 9, which is narrower 
what is meant is that the army he commanded crossed the river. | in its terms and provides that “ where there are numerous per-ons 
If “lessor ” means reversioner, who is the reversioner when the | having the same interest in one cause or matter, one or more of 
lease determines either by merger or efflux of time? It cannot | such persons may sue. . . on behalf... of all ee 80 
seriously be argued that the original lessor is the reversioner; | interested.” This rule reproduces the procedure of the old C ~ 
he may have parted with his reversion many years before the | of Chancery as to representative actions, but, as was pointe 

lease determines. Still less can it be argued that a lessee purchasing | out in the Court of Appeal, the present precedure must be 
the reversion is the reversioner, as by the conveyance to him the | governed by the terms of the rule, and not by the former practice, 
reversion is destroyed, or, in other words, there is no reversioner. | ‘‘ We are bound,” said FLETCHER MOULTON, LJ., “to take the 
It appears, therefore, that the only person who can be liable as | rule as a statutory formulation of the practice, and _ - _— 
“ lessor”——i.¢., a8 reversioner—is the person who fills that | of new departure.” And so taking it, the majority 0 the Court 
character at the instant when the lease determines, i.c., the | of Appeal (VAUGHAN WILLIAMS and FLETCHER MOULTON, L.JJ.) 
vendor when the reversioner sells to the lessee and merger | held that the differences existing between the shippers in respect 








takes place. 


A Surety’s Right of Proof. 


THE RIGHT of proof against the estate of a bankrupt extends, 
under section 37 of the Bankruptey Act, 1883, to “all debts and 
liabilities, present or future, certain or contingent, to which the 
debtor is subject at the date of the receiving order,” and if taken 


literally, these words would include the liability of the bankrupt | 


to asurety. Such a liability, it has been held, makes the surety 
a creditor (Re Blackpool Motor Car Co , 1901, | Ch. 77) before 


P . | 
the insolvency and he can hardly be less a creditor afterwards, | 
It is recognized, however, that the rule which forbids a double | 


proof in respect of the same debt must prevail over the words of 
the section, and, as Eve, J., has held in Re Pyke (ante, p. 109), 
where the principal creditor has proved and received a dividend 
in respect of his debt, the surety cannot make a further proof 
in respect of the deficiency which he remains liab’e to pay. As 
saute inbomh it seems that it is not in general necessary to 
have recourse to the same rule. When a surety is liable for 
both principal and interest, his liability for interest, it was held 
in Le Moss (1905, 2 K. B. 307), ceases on the bankruptcy, since 
the principal debt as such is gone, and is replaced hy the 
creditor's right of proof. “A proof having been made,” said 
siGHAM, J., quoting from, and approving, the judgment of the 


county court judge, “in respect of the principal sum in the | 


bankruptcy, there cannot be another proof for interest spring- 
ing from the debt already the subject of proof.” And apparently 
it was considered that the surety was under no liability for 
further interest, and hence did not require any right of proof. 
But where the surety does remain under liability the result is 
different. In fe Pyke the claim arose under a deed of arrange- 
ment under which the assets were to be distributed according to 
the law of bankruptcy. 
been guaranteed and the bank proved for the debt, the proof 
not including any future interest. Under the circumstances 
it appears from the judgment of Eve, J., that the guarantors 
remained liable for interest until payment of the bank debt, 
and the learned judge held that they were entitled to prove for 
the interest, the rule against double proof not applying. 


Representative Actions. 


CERTAIN KINDS of representative actions are in common use ; | the King’s Bench Division and the Admiralty Division is t 


The debtor's banking account had | 


of the various shipments prevented them from having a “ common 
interest ” within the meaning of the rule ; and, indeed, FLETCHER 
| MouLton, L.J., was of opinion that there could be no representa- 
| tive action where the sole relief sought was damages. BUCKLEY, 
L.J., on the other hand, considered that a representative action 





| was possible under the circumstances, but that the writs required 


‘to be amended to shew whether the persons on whose behalf they 
were issued did or did not include shippers of contraband. 


Contributory Negligence in the Admiralty 
Division. 


Ir 18 not very often that an attempt is ma le to overturn 
the settled practice of any division of the High Court on the 
ground that its rule is wrong in principle. Such an attempt, 
however, was recently made in the case of Cargo Uwners ¢ 
s.s. Tangariro v. 3.8. Drumlanrig, when the House ot Lords was 
asked to get rid of a rule peculiar to the Court of Admiralty 
which has existed in that court ever since the times of Lord 
STOWELL at the end of the eighteenth century, and probably 
from an even more distant date. In a common law court, when 
the two parties to a collision are both guilty of negligence, 
neither is permitted to recover damages against the otner ; but 
in the Court of Admiralty, where two ships that have coilided 
and suffered damage in the collision are found both to b'ame, 
then each gets judgment against the other for cne moiety of 
the loss it has suffered. The practical result is very different, as 
an example will shew: Motor-car A, worth £1,000, collides with 
motor-car B, worth £100 ; each is totally ruined ; the owner of 
A sues the owner of B for negligence, and is met with the 


| defence “contributory negligence”; the court finds that B 


was negligent, but that A contributed to the collision by neglt 
gence of his own at the final moment, but for which the collision 
could have been avoided. The result is thas neither party 
succeeds ; each bears his own loss; so that A has lost £1,000 and 
B £100 through an act of joint negligence in which the blame #8 
presumably equal. Now, supposing A and B had been ships and 
had suffered respectively £1,000 and £100 damages in a collision 
under the same circumstances, then the Admiralty Court would 
give A judgment for half his loss—i.c., £500, against B; and B 


would get judgment for half his loss—i.., £50, against A. The 


explanation of this difference between the rules which apply in 
at the 


those, for example, where a debenture-holder or a shareholder Court of Admiralty has borrowed from the law merchant and the 


sues on behalf of himself and all other members of the same 
class ; but the Court of Appeal in Markt & Co. v. Knight Steam- 


Roman law certain equitable principles, including the rules # 
to indemnity where one person has suffered loss which ought ™ 


ship Co. (1910, 2K. B. 1021) have declined to allow the procedure | equity to be shared by another. On this principle are based the 
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Admiralty rules as to salvage, average, and contribution in 
cases of collision. We are glad to see that the House of 
Lords upheld the validity of the Admiralty rule (Times, 13th 


December). 
Criminal Jurisdiction of the Privy Council. 


ALTHOUGH the principal function of the Judicial Committee 
of the Privy Council is to advise his Majesty as to the decision 
which he should give in appeals from civil courts within the 
King’s dominions beyond the seas, the Board has never refused 
to hear criminal appeals from the courts of Crown colonies as 
distinct from self-governing colonies. The exact limits within 
which such jurisdiction will be exercised by it are by no means 
so clear as they might be, and the aid of the court is constantly 
invoked in cases where it cannot legally claim any power tointerfere 
—as, for instance, where the friends of Zulus condemned by court- 
martial appealed to it four years ago. in the recent case of Birch 
and Others v. The King Emperor (Times, December 15th) an attempt 
tosecure the a‘d of the Board was unsuccessful in a somewhat 
picturesque set of circumstances. The appellants, certain head- 
men engaged by elephant hunters in Burmah, had been 
tried and convicted of penal breach of trust and fraudulent 
misappropriations under section 409 of the Indian Penal 
Cole. The penal breach of trust consisted in engaging native 
bearers at a lower rate of pay than arranged with their employers 
and pocketing the difference. The fraudulent misappropriation 
consisted in employing only 292 bearers while receiving wages 
for 348. The ground of appeal against the conviction was 
that the prisoners has been charged with 1,592 separate offences 
in the same indictment ; it was admitted that this could legally 
be done, but it was suggested that such a procedure was oppres- 


would not have happened. Now, the employment is a causa 
sine qué non of the accident when it adds to the ordinary risks 
| of life some element which would otherwise be absent, and 
| which helps to occasion the accident. Supposing a seaman on 
leave is run over in the streets, the accident is due to the 
ordinary risks of life—not to a risk added by the nature of his 
employment. Supposing he is killed while climbing the side 
| of his ship by a ladder or crossing a gangway to return to it, 
| then the risk is not one of the ordinary tke of life, it isa risk 
| added by the nature of the employment. But when the seaman 
| returning to his ship is drowned from some point on the quay 
| there is nothing to shew whether the risk was or was not 
incidental to the employment—i.e., added by the employment to 
_the ordinary risks of life—a contributory cause or causa sine qué 
|non of the accident. And, therefore, it was held that the 
| accident did not “arise out of” the employment. The luminous 
judgment of Lord Justice FLETCHER MOULTON, when read in 
ccnjunction with Lord Loresurn’s judgment in Clover’s case 
| (quoted supra) will well repay perusal. 


The Criminal Appeal to the House of Lords. 


IN OUR ISSUE of November 19th (ante, p. 59 A Gap in the 
Criminal Appeal Act, 1907”) we expressed some doubt as to 
the correctness of the decision of the Court of Criminal Appeal 
in Rex v. Ball; and these doubts have now been justified by the 
reversal of the decision in the House of Lords (7imes, December 
16th). The respondents had been convicted on a charge of 
incest under the Act of 1908, and the conviction had been 
quashed by the Court of Criminal Appeal on the ground that 
certain evidence of previous guilty relations was inadmissible. 
The decision has now been held to be wrong, and the House of 
Lords bas decided that the evidence in question was admissible, 





sive, and calculated to prejudice the prisoner. Curiously enough, 
this suggestion was not supported by a detailed summary of the 
evidence and course of proceedings; so that the mere abstract 
que-tion of possible prejudice arising from the number of thecharges 
was before the court. Under these circumstances the Board 
refused to entertain the appeal, and the Lord Chancellor intim- 
ated that the Judicial Committee must not be expected to try 
criminal appeals upon mere abstract points of principle, when 
no facts were before them to shew whether or not any real mis. 
carriage of justice has taken place. This intimation brings the 
— of the Board into harmony with that of our English 

urt of Criminal Appeal, which refuses to quash convictions 
in the absence of any real miscarriage of justice, even though 
it is of opinion that there have been technical errors in the 
procedure of the court below. 


Seaman Killed While Returning to His Ship. 


WHATEVER ELSE may be urged for or against the Workmen’s | 
Compensation Act, 1906, it has at least afforded to the judges of 
the Court of Appeal, and in a less degree to the Law Lords, an 
admirable training in the application of logical doctrines to the 
facts of everyday life. Thus it is that in Clover, Clayton, & Co. v. 
Hughes (1910, A. C. 242) we find a Lord Chancellor referring to 
the scholastic doctrines of causa proxima, causa causans, and causa 
sine qué non. He comes to the conclusion that in insurance 
policy cases the law is concerned with the causa proxima, but in 
workmen’s compensation cases, with the humbler causa sine 
qui non. The point of this distinction is well illustrated in a 
recent case which we reported last week, Kifchenham v. Owners of 
4 Johannesburg, cc. (ante, p. 124). A seaman, while his ship 
iy in port, went on shore with the consent of bis captain. 

hile returning on. board he seems to have fallen into the 
sea from some point on the quay ; there was no evidence that he 
bad actually reached the gangway. Now, it is settled law that a 
sailor killed while absent on leave from his ship is killed ‘‘in the 
course of his employment.” But the question remains whether 
the accident arises “out of” his employment. This means that 
the employment must be the causa of the accident. But which 
causa? If it were the causa proxima, then the employment could 
hardly ever be the cause of the accident, for the proximate 
cause is usnally a stumble or something external and physical. 
ut the causa which we must look to is the causa sine qua non— 
**, any contributory cause in the absence of which the accident 











“not to prove the existence of a mens rea, but in support, having 
regard to the proved facts, of the particular charges made in 
the indictments.” The result of the appeal——notable as being the 
first appeal under the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907—is satisfactory, 
because it brings the English case law of the United Kingdom 
into line with the law as laid down by the Privy Council on 
appeal from overseas. The decision of the Judicial Committee 
in Makin v. Attorney-General (1894, A. C. 57), a case which came 
from the Australian courts, may now be accepted by English 
lawyers at home as both technically and substantially binding on 
the courts here. In that case—a conviction on a charge of baby- 
farming—evidence of previous acts similar to those charged in 
the indictment was held to be relevant to the issue. The fact 
that the appeal to the House of Lords has succeeded in the 
present case makes it more imperative than ever that statutory 
authority should as soon as possible be conferred on the Court of 
Criminal Appeal to keep defendants who are acquitted in 
custody, or hold them to bail, pending a further appeal to the 
House of Lords. A successful appeal, from an order of the Court 
of Criminal Appeal quashing a conviction, might easily be 
rendered abortive by the disappearance of the defendant. In 
the present instance the defendants did not take advantage 
of their release from custody to disappear, but instructed 
their legal advisers to represent them in the Huse of 
Lords, and subsequently before the Court of Criminal 
Appeal. The latter court, a few days after the decision 
of the House of Lords, was moved by the prosecution for an 
order enforcing the conviction, which, in the words of the lord 
Chief Justice, had now been re-established (7imes, December 
20th). The male defendant surrendered, and an order was 
made for the arrest of the female defendant, but non constat that 
the arrest can be effected. The surrendering defendant was 
ordered to remain in custody and undergo his sentence. 


Board of Legal Education for Wales. 

TuE Councit of the Law Society on Friday in last week adopted 
an interesting scheme which has been under consideration during 
the past three and a-half years, for the constitution of a represen- 
tative Board of Legal Education for Wales and Monmouthshire. 
The board, which will comprise representatives of the Council 
of the Law Society, of all the local law societies of Wales and 
Monmouthshire, and of the University of Wales, will be chiefly 
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concerned in raising funds for the development of and promoting 
generally legal education in the Principality, and in discussing the 
allocation of the Council’s annual educational grant among the 
various centres in Wales and Monmouthshire. The Council 
has resolved, subject to financial possibilities, to increase 
substantially the amount hitherto voted in respect of legal 
education in Wales, conditionally upon corresponding local efforts 
being made. Hitherto public legal education in Wales has been 
carried on mainly in connection with University College, 
Aberystwyth, which, acting in conjunction with the Swansea 
Board of Legal Studies, has arranged for the delivery of 
lectures and the holding of classes at Swansea and Aberystwyth. 
These have been distinctly appreciated ; and it is felt that the 
time has come for the extension of the movement to other parts 
of the Principality. The inaugural meeting of the new board 
will take place on an early day in the new year, probably at the 
Law Society’s ball in London. 


Investigation of Criminal Causes under French 
Law. 

THE EXAMINING magistrates of the Tribunal of the Seine are 
stated to be exceedingly busy. Their offices are crowded with 
criminal causes, one of the magistrates being engaged in the 
preparation of 155 dossiers or compilations of evidence in 
support of accusations; a second of 144, and a third of 140. 
'l'bey give upon an average fifty-two ordonnances or interlocutory 
judgments a month. The juge d’instruction fulfils a doubie func- 
tion. In the first place he performs the function of a grand jury, 
that is to say, his first duty when the requisitoire of the public 
prosecutor is laid before him is to ascertain whether, upon the 
shewing of the requisifoire, there is or is not a primd facie case 
against the prisoner. Until the recent law of the 8th of December, 
1897, he examined not only the witnesses but the prisoner him- 
self in absolute privacy, assisted only by his clerk, and the 
prisoner was not allowed the benefit of counsel ; and even now the 
examination takes place in the private room of the juge d’instruction, 
although the prisoner must be a:tended by counsel ; the depositions 
of the witnesses are given, and practically the whole case for the 
prosecution is completed there. These depositions are read over by 
the presiding judge before the trial of the case. 


“The Splendid Sum of One Guinea.” 


Tue ANNUAL Statement of the General Council of the Bar 
devotes much space to questions upon the subject of fees to 
counsel, and more particularly to the fees in cases before the 
Music and Dancing Committee of the London County Council. 
On the question of “advising in conference” a barrister com- 
plains that his advice is taken in conference upon questions of 
income tax, and that for his unconsidered opinion he eventually 
receives “the splendid sum of one guinea.” Tempora mutantur. 
For many of the most learned opinions which in the early part 
of the last century were sent away from the Temple a guinea 
fee was received without a murmur, while the most experienced 
special pleaders were sometimes content to receive seven shillings 
and sixpence. We should, indeed, be prepared to believe that 
at an earlier period we might come, like Mr. TiaG@ in “ Martin 
Chuzzlewit,” to “the perfectly ridiculous sum of eighteenpence.” 
Fees have increased and are increasing ; whether they will ever 
be diminished it is not for us to predict. 





Mr. Trinder’s Bequests to the Law Society. 


Ir may be hoped that the bequest made by the late Mr. H. W. | 
TRINDER to the Law Society of two paintings may be imitated by 
other testators; the new rooms stand much in need of decoration by 
pictures. He also bequeathed to the society £2,000 for either | 
providing lectures to be attended free of charge by law students, 
solicitors, and solicitors’ clerks, or for defraying the stamp and | 
premium on articling the son of a deceased solicitor who might | 
otherwise be debarred from following the profession of a solicitor, | 
with pewer to allow such articled clerk not exceeding £50 a | 
year. We have no great opinion of the utility of free lectures | 
and almost wish that the alternative object had alone been | 
mentioned. It is likely to prove a valuable charity, meeting a 
case of want not hitherto provided for, 


Points Under the Finance Act, igio, 


Tue Council of the Law Society have usefully issued a revised 
and enlarged memorandum on questions of practice arising under 
the Finance Act, 1910, in substitution for the memorandum of 
last August. The memorandum (which, as already stated, is an 
enlargement of that printed in 54 SoLiciToRs’ JOURNAL, p. 858) 
is of tormidable length, and without printing it in full, we think 
we can give a sufficient summary of its contents. One of the chief 
points concerns the exemption from the double stamp duty on 
conveyances on sale, for which provision is made by the conclud- 
ing part of section 73. The exemption applies where the con- 
sideration does not exceed £500, “and the instrument contains a 
statement certifying that the transaction thereby effected does 
not form part of a larger transaction or of a series of transactions 
in respect of which the amount or value, or the aggregate 
amount or value, of the consideration exceeds £500.” An obvious 
example of a transaction of less value than £500 forming part of 
a larger transaction occurs where, in pursuance of a single con- 
tract of sale exceeding £500, separate conveyances are taken of 
different parts of the property at sums less than £500. In such 
a case there would, of course, be no exemption. 

More difficulty occurs in considering whether conveyances in 
pursuance of separate contracts form part of a “series of 
transactions.” The most familiar instance of this is where a 
arg wa at an auction buys several lots, the price for each 
veing less than £500, but the aggregate price for all his 
purchases being more than £500. In this case the Inland 
Revenue Commissioners contend that the certificate required by 
the section cannot properly be inserted in the conveyance ; and 
no doubt the words “ series of transactions” are open to the 
construction that they include successive purchases at the same 
auction. But, for that matter, they are equally applicable to 
the case where «a purchaser in pursuance of a scheme for 
investing his mon.y makes successive purchases at different 
auctions. The Council of the Law Society have now amplified 
their criticism of the Commissioners’ view, and they argue that 
“if the transactions are bond fide separate, it is immaterial 
how closely they are related in point of (a) time, ()) title, or 
(c) identity of vendor”; and they refer to Emmerson v. 
Heelis (2 Taunt. 98) and James v. Shore (1 Stark. 426), where 
it was held on the Stamp Act, 1783 (23 Geo. 3, c. 58), that 
separate purchases at an auction, each for less than £20, could 
not be aggregated so as to necessitate a stamp on the ground 
that the total purchase-money was over £20. There the statute 
allowed an exemption where “the matter of agreement” did 
not exceed £20, and these cases are not direct authorities on 
the meaning of a “series of transactions” ; but it is noteworthy 
that Lord MANSFIELD held that each contract was a separate 
sale.’ It is clear that some restriction must be placed upon the 
words, and we suggest, as we did before (54 Soticirors’ JourR- 
NAL, 856), that tbe practical test is whether there is in substance 
a single contract. If it is once admitted that there may be a 
series of transactions under the Act where the contracts are 
perfectly independent, then it becomes impossible to say what 
is the common element in the successive transactions whi.h 
converts them into a “series.” 

One of the cases on which the Council of the Law Society 
express an opinion shews the length to which the words in 
question might possibly be carried. The governors of a grammar 
school, for the purpose of enlarging their premises, agreed to 
purchase adjoining lands from two different persons. Fach 
purchase-money was under £500, but together they were over 
that sum. From the point of view of the purchaser, these con- 
veyances might be described as a series of “ transactions,” but they 
were totally independent as regards the vendors, and for par- 
poses of stamp duty it is obvious that the conveyances were quite 
separate, and the Council intimate their opinion accordingly. 
There will be numerous cases in which successive purchases are 
made by the same purchaser for a single object, and they may 
be separated by considerable ieneewals of time. In a sense 
these constitute a series of transactions, and each purchase is 
part of the series; but for purposes of stamp duty each would 
be a separate purchase, and we take it that the exemption would 
apply in cases where the consideration was under £500, 
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But the Legislature have left it to the parties themselves to 
decide whether they are entitled to the benefit of the exemption. 
As we pointed out before, the certificate is conclusive, and, 
unless it has been inserted in bad faith, it cannot be questioned 
by the Commissioners, and we are glid to see that this view 
has bsen suggested by the Council to the Commissioners and 
has been accepted by them. ‘“ Where,” say the latter, ‘the 
certificate referred to has been bond fide given and is contained 
in the instrument, the Commissioners concur in the view of | 
your Council that objection cannot be taken to the sufficiency of 
the lower rate of duty on the ground that it is open to question 
whether the certificate is justified by the facts of the case.” 
We note also that the Council] adopt our view that it is for 
the purchaser to consider whether the certificate can be properly 
given, and if he wishes it inserted, the vendor should not object 


demand when the instrument is completed, and the Council do 
not suggest the introduction of a special condition requiring 
purchasers to complete on the faith of the form. Probably, 
however, such a condition will become common. 

The Council have obtained from the Commissioners a state- 
ment that a mortgagee will be treated as a person interested in 
land within the meaning of section 27 (5) of the Act; and he 
will be entitled to be served with a copy of the provisional valu- 
ation so long as he applies for it before the valuation is finally 
settled. There has been some doubt on this point, since the 
definition of “interest” does not inclade incumbrances. The 
view is expressed by the Council that Increment Value Duty 
is not payable on agreements for sale or executory agreements 
for leases, except perhaps in the case of building agreements 
which confer an immediate interest in the land, but the Com- 


unless the insertion is clearly improper. 


The proviso to section 73 requires that the certificate shall be 


contained in the conveyance. As might have been expected, 


this requirement was not always observed in conveyances exe- 
euted shortly after the commencement of the Act, and cases may 


still occur where the necessity for inserting it is overlooked. 


We are glad to note that in this matter the Commissioners have 


missioners appear to be ready to make special provision as to 
such cases. As to the possibility of Reversion Duty being pay- 
able by a lessor who sells the reversion to the lessee, the Council 
do not see their way to express any opinion. ‘“'lhe question,” 
they say, “is recognized by the authorities as being one of con- 
siderable difficulty with regard to which fresh legislation may 
be necessary.” We have recently discussed the matter (an/c, pp. 





reverted to the former policy of the board, ar.d are prepared to | 104, 118), and we note that the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 


meet such cases “by administrative action”; that is, they will 
accept a certificate, indorsed on the conveyance and signed by 
ail the executing parties, as a sufficient compliance with the 
statute. 

The more important questions with regard to increment 
value duty are probably still in the future, but certain points 
have already arisen and are dealt with in the Council's 
memorandum. ‘The assessment of the duty and the procuring 


of the appropriate stamp on the conveyance imposes additional | 


trouble on the vendor's solicitor, and it is not reasonable that 
this should be treated as covered by the scale fee for deducing 
title. The Council accordingly express the opinion that the 


solicitor is entitled to make a reasonable charge under Schedule | 


IL. for the additional work done ; and they further consider that, 
in the case of a lease, this charge should be borne by the lessor, 
and should not, in accordance with the rule as to the lessor’s costs, 
be imposed on the lessee. The burden of the increment value 
duty falls on the lessor, and so do the costs attached to it. As 
to solicitors’ charges for filling up Form 4, the Council do not see 
their way to suggesting any fixed amount. “The circumstances 
and the work involved,” they say, “vary largely, and the only 
aac system of charging must therefore be on a quantum meruit 
is.” 


As regards conveyances made after the Act in pursuance of 


contracts before the Act, the Council have not succeeded in over- | 


coming the passive resistance of the Commissioners. The 
convenient stamp would be that under section 4 (3) (c), denoting 
that upon the occasion in question no increment value duty was 
payable ; the stamp ‘eouht tbe in accordance with the fact, and 
would avoid the necessity of preserving evidence that the con- 
tract was prior to the statute. But the Commissioners take the 
view that section 4 only applies to instruments which are liable 
to pay the duty if any is assessed, and they say that no 
certificate which they could give would have any statutory or 
legal validity. Still it would have practical efficacy, and the 
convenience of the public might very well have been consulted 
in this respect. Under the circumstances the Council repeat the 
suggestion made previously, that in such cases the vendor or 
lessor should insert in the conveyance or lease a recital that it 
is made in pursuance of a contract made before the Act, and 
that such recital should state the date and nature of the contract. 
It is suggested that if the Commissioners afterwards stamp 
the deed, it will in practice be accepted as duly stamped. 

With regard to the “particulars delivered” stamp under 
section 4 (3) (b), the Council have obtained from the Com- 
missioners a statement that this is sufficient for all the purposes 
of that clause, and hence it implies also that security for payment 
of the daty has been given where required. As to Form LV.D. 
(G), this has been introduced to meet cases where the “ particulars 
delivered” stamp cannot be obtained because the instrament is 
undated ; but it ensures that that stamp will be impressed on 


| suggested to a correspondent that the liability to duty can be 
properly avoided by suitable conveyancing, that is, as we pointed 
out, by inserting in the conveyance of the reversion a declara- 
tion against merger. 





Reviews. 
Marriage Laws. 





By WILLIAM PINDER 


| MarriaGe Laws or THE British Emptre. 
Stevens & Haynes. 


Evers.ey and WILLtaM FIeELDEN CRAIEs. 
| This is one of a class of books which it is very easy to do 
| badly, involving as they do an enormous amount of laborious 
research in unfamiliar regions of law. The present volume appears 
to have been put together with great care and accuracy on the whole, 
} and should be most useful, both to practitioners who are in quest of 
definite information as to the law of other jurisdictions than their 
own, and to anyone who desires to get a bird’s-eye view of the law 
of marriage throughout the Empire. The plan of the book is to deal 
with impediments to marriage generally in Part I., then in Part II. 
to treat of the necessary conditions of a formally valid marriage in 
England, Ireland, and Scotland separately. Part III. contains 
the text of statutes enacted in the United Kingdom and its three 
component portions from the sixteenth to the twentieth century, 
including ecclesiastical canons, Orders in Council, and statutory 
rules. Part IV. contains a summary of the law of marriage, with 
referencesto statutory and other authorities, in the overseadominions, 
| including protectorates such as Swaziland and the Federated Malay 
| States. Altogether, between eighty and ninety separate legislative 
| jurisdictions come under survey, including the United Kingdom itself. 
| The list of “ British Possessions” on p. xxxii. is, as a matter of fact, 
not quite complete, for Labuan and the Federated Malay States are 
not noticed in it, though actually dealt with in the text (see p. 313). 
| To summarize the law, and give working references, for more than 
eighty jurisdictions oversea is a formidable undertaking. The 
various summaries appear to be correct so far as we have been able 
to test them. In the earlier part of the volume there are a few 
| omissions in the tables of statutes, but the only serious omission in 
| the text seems to be that the Punishment of Incest Act, 1908, is not 
| mentioned at all (being in force in England and Ireland), although 
| the Scottish enactment of 1567 on the subject is printed (see p. 174). 
| Otherwise both statutes and cases are well up to date, including 
Westlake v. Westlake (1910, P. 167) and 10 Edw. 7 & 1 Geo. 5, c. 32 
(relating to Scotland). Among other useful matters, there is given at 
| p. 245 the most important part of the report of the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council on the question of Malta marriages, made 
in 1895, and not very readily accessible. The list of Marriages 
Validation Acts down to 1909, given at p. 236, is also extremely 
useful as giving at a glance information not elsewhere collected 
together. 








Books of the Week. 


White and Tudor.—A Selection of Leading Cases in Equity, 
with Notes. By Freperick THomas Waite and Owen Davies 
Tupor. Eighth Edition. By Witt1am Joseru Wuirtaker, M.A., 





LL.B., Barrister-at-Law, assisted by Epwarp WILLIAM Sutton, 
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M.A., B.C.L.., Percy Vavoenay, and Rotanp Burrows, M.A. | 
LL.D., Barristers-at-Law. In Two Vols. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 

The Laws of England.—The Lawsof England : being aCom- | 
plete Statement of the Whole Lawof England. By the Right Hon. the 
Earl of Hatspury, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain 1885-86, | 
1886-92, and 1895-1905, and other Lawyers. Vol. XIV.: Execution, 
Executors and Administrators, Explosives, Extradition and Fugitive 
Offenders, Factories and Shops, Family Arrangements, Ferries, 
Fisheries. Butterworth & Co. 

Supplement to Laws of England —The Laws of 
England : being a Complete Statement of the Whole Law of England. 
Supplement No. L., dealing with Vols. lL. to XII. Butterworth & 
Co, 

Workmen's Compensation Act.—The Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, 1906, with Notes, Rules, Orders and Regulations. By 
W. Apprncron Wri.s, LL.B. (Lond.), Barrister-at-Law. Being 
the Eleventh Edition of Willis’ Workmen’s Compensation Acts. 
sutterworth & Co. ; Shaw & Sons. 

Criminal Appeal Cases 
of Criminal Appeal, November 7th, 
by Herman Conen, Barrister-at-Law. 
& Haynes. 


Reports of Cases in the Court 
14th, and 2st, 1910. Edited | 
Vol. V., Part IX. Stevens 





Correspondence. 


Reversion Duty. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—Referring to the observations (in your issue of the 17th inst. | 
in reply to my letter upon this subject, may I point ont that : 
(1) You do not answer my inquiry whether the point raised in my | 
letter had the consideration of the writer of the article referred to | 
in my letter. | 
(2) I agree that “lessor” means, as you say, “the person who is | 
reversioner at the instant before the lease determines,” but I main- | 
tain that such person (in the case of a lessee acquiring the reversion) | 
must be the lessee; otherwise the essentials necessary to occasion | 
merger are not present, because, in order that merger may take place, | 
there must be a greater estate (in this case the reversion) and a less | 
(in this case the term) meeting in one and the same person, Unless 
therefore that one person (in the case under consideration) is the 
lessee, there can be no merger, and consequently no determination of | 
the lease, and no claim for reversion duty. 
(3) The enclosed cutting from the Morning Post of the 19th inst. 
(which has just been brought to my notice) shews that in the case 
under consideration the authorities do in fact claim the reversion | 
duty from a tenant purchasing the reversion. An amendment of the | 
Act in this respect appears, however, to be in contemplation. 
F. Joun THorowcoop. | 
165, 21. | 
[The cutting enclosed by our corre sponde nt 4 given (from the 
Times) under the head of “ Legal News.”—Eb. S../.] 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


ASTRAL SHIPPING CO. (LIM.) (OWNERS OF THE 8.8. ‘‘ DRUMLANRIG” 
vr. OWNERS OF THE 8.8. ‘‘TONGARIRO.” 1J0th and 14th Nov. ; 
12th Dec. 

Apn™MIrALTy—CoLListon—Damace—Botn Sxips To BLAmMe—LIMITATION 
or LIABILITY—ADMISSION AND PLEADINGS—CARGO OWNER—DIVISION 
or Loss—Rvute tn Force tn THE Court of ADMIRALTY—JUDICATURE 
Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 66), s. 25, suB-sEcTIon 9. 

The Admiralty rule as to division of loss where both vessels which 
have been in collision are held in default precludes the owners of the 
cargo laden on one of the ships recovering more than one half their loss 
from the owners of the other vessel. 

So held, affirming the decision of the Court of Appeal (reported 1910, 

249). 
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the case of a collision where both vessels are to blame for a collision 
the innocent owners of the cargo on board one of the vessels, who 
guffer loss in consequence of the collision, can recover the whole or a 
moiety only of the damages from the owners of the other vessel. The 
Court of Appeal held that the question was governed by the Admiralty 
rule firmly established in 1789, and recognised in the case of T'he 
Milan (1862, Lush 388), which had been applied from then up to the 
present time, and to which rule statutory sanction was given by 
section 25, sub-section 9, of the Judicature Act, 1873. The plaintiffs, 
the owners of the s.s. Drumlanrig, from that decision appealed to this 
House. 

Tue Hovse took time for consideration. 

Lord LoresurnN, C., in moving that the appeal should be dismissed, 
said: I think it is clear that the Court of Appeal was right. The 
plaintiffs, owners of cargo, had their goods on board the s.s. 7'en- 
geriro. This vessel collided with the s.s. Drumlanrig, and it is to be 
taken that both vessels were to blame. Accordingly the plaintiffs 
daim against the owners of 7'he Drumlanrig damages for injury to 
their goods by the collision. It is only a question as to damages. Can 
the plaintiffs recover the whole of their loss, or only 50 per cent. of 
it? Under the Judicature Act of 1873, section 25, sub-section 9, ‘‘ In 
any cause or proceeding for damages arising out of collision between 
two ships, if both ships shall be found to have been in fault the rules 
hitherto in force in the Court of Admiralty, so far as they have been 
at variance with the rules in force in the courts of common haw, shall 
prevail.’” In order to apply this statutory direction, let me first see 
what is the rule at common law. In 1873, when the Act was passed, 
the supposed rule was that the owner of goods in such a case could 
recover nothing at all, because he was imagined to be identified with 
the ships in which his goods were stowed, and, she being in fault, he 
also was disabled by her disability. There was really nothing to say 
either in principle or good sense for this metaphysical view, and it 
was finally exploded by the decision of this House in 7'he Bernina 
(13 A. C. 1), which decided that so far from recovering nothing the 
owner of cargo could recover the full amount of his loss. The Jaw of 
Admiralty was different. In Admiralty the rule had been for a long 
time that in case of collision between two ships, where both were to 
blame, each shipowner could recover from the other one-half his loss. 
In 1861, in The Milan, Dr. Lushington directly decided that the owner 
of cargo in one of the ships could in like manner recover only one-half 
of the loss from the other ship. And he expressly repudiated the 
supposed doctrine of common law, relying upon the uniform practice 
in Admiralty. How old that praetice may have been in regard to 
cargo is not quite certain. Dr. Lushington spoke of it as uniform 
forty-nine years ago. The question before us is, to my mind, very 
simple. It is this : Was this Admiralty rule in 1873 a rule ‘‘ hitherto 
in force,’ or was it not? That is to say, was it a rule under which the 
court regularly acted? I think it clearly was. Accordingly, it prevails 
over the common law rule, whether we take that to be the erroneous 
practice which obtained before the decision in 7'he Bernina, or the 
sound law which obtained after it. Sir Robert Finlay’s argument, 
when sifted, really means that although this Admiralty rule had in 
1873 been “‘ hitherto in force,’’ yet it ought not to have been in force, 
because it was founded on some sort of compromise with the erroneous 
and now discarded practice in common law, and, therefore, must fail 
when the error in regard to the common law was corrected. I think 





it is not so in fact, and that the practice as to cargo owner only re- 
ceiving one half his loss may have been based upon the similar and | 
long-settled practice as to shipowners. Perhaps the analogy was a | 
falke one, and the practice not really fair. Indeed, that is my 
inion, and I should be very glad if I could award to this plaintiff 
the full amount of his claim. But we must obey the Act of Parlia- 
ment, and when once it is made good that the rule as to recovering | 
one-half only was in 1873 “hitherto in force’’ we have no choice. | 
If this state of the law is to be remedied, the remedy must be provided) | 
by the Legislature. It is no valid argument to say it ought not to 
have been ever established. It may, indeed, be said that the effect 
of this view is to stereotype all the Admiralty Rules which were in 
force in 1873, where they varied from the common law rule, even 
if it should afterwards appear that they ought not to have been in 
force. On the other hand, the opposite construction would altogether 
ignore the words of the Act ‘hitherto in force.’ I do not feel at 
liberty to do this. 

The Earl of Hatspvury and Lords ATKINSON and SHAW gave judg- 
ment to the same effect. The appeal was therefore dismissed with 
costs.—Counse., Sir Robert Finlay, K.C., Bailhache, K.C., and Dumas, 
for the appellants; Butler Aspinall, K.C., Laing, K.C., and R. H. 
Balloch, for the respondents. Sotricrrors Cattarns d- (attarns; 
Botterell &| Roche, for Weightman, Pedder, d- Co., Liverpool. 


[Reported by Exsxtwe Retp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS +. WILLIAM HENRY BALL. 
SAME +. EDITH LILIAN BALL. 15th Dec. 
Evipence 1x Criminal APPEALS—CoNvICTION QuASHED—ALLEGED [IN- 
ADMISSIPILITY OF CERTAIN Evipence—‘‘ Pornt or Law or ExXcep- 


TIONAL Pustic ImporTANce ’’—Crriminat Appeat Act, 1907 (7 Ep. 7, 
c. 23), s. 1, suB-secrion 6. 


3 The conviction of two persons, a brother and sister, of 
meest was quashed by the Criminal Court of Appeal on the 
ground that there was no direct evidence of actual guilty 


relationship between the defendants on the dates mentioned 





in the indictment; and that the inference to be drawn 


from such evidence as the police offered, although sufficient 
to have established the guilt of either party in divorce proceedings, 
was insufficient to support the conviction, 

Held, allowing the appeal by the Director of Public Prosecutions, 
that such evidence had been wrongly rejected. 


This was the first appeal fo the House of Lords under section 1, 
sub-section 6, of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1 The respondents, 
William Henry Ball and Edith Lian Ball, brother and sister, were 
convicted for incest alleged to have been committed on three specified, 
dates in July, 1910, and on one day in the following September. The 
point on which the Director of Public Prosecutions desired the ruling 
of this House was whether in a prosecution of a penenes for the 
offence alleged against both the respondents here the Crown could) 
use evidence of previous misconduct of the parties in support of the 
accusation that they had on a certain given date committed the offence 
in question. The Court of Criminal Appeal held that such evidence 
was not admissible, and the conviction was quashed. 

Lord Loresvren, C., in the course of his judgment, said that the 
evidence which the prosecution relied on was the admitted birth and 
parentage of a child of the parties in 1908, the letter in which the 
man referred to his sister as his wife, and a series of occurrences sub 
sequently proved by the police, which were, to say the least, very 
suggestive against the parties, and from which the prosecution said that 
the inference could properly be drawn that improper relationship had 
existed between the parties after the Ist of January, 1909. He 
thought that the Divisional Court was wrong in deciding that such 
evidence was inadmissible. He thought it clearly was admissible, not 
as proving the existence of a meus rea, but in support, having regard 
tc the proved facts, of the particular charge made in the indictment. 
He agreed that the principle recognised by the laws of England that 
one offence could not be established by proof of a similar “rect wd 
offence was one which ought very carefully to be safeguarded ; but here. 
the evidence all went to establish the same offence. 

The Earl of HatsBury and Lords ASHBOURNE, ALVERSTONE, GORELL, 
ATKINSON, SHAw, Mersey, and Rosson concurred. The appeal was 
therefore allowed, and the case remitted to the Court of Criminal 
Appeal, with an intimation that the order appealed from should be 
reversed.—CounseL, Sir Rufus Isaacs, A.G., BR. D. Muir, Rowlatt, 
and Graham Campbell, for the Director; Holman (Cregory, K.C., 
Forrest Fulton, and Eustace Fulton, for the respondents. Soircrrors, 
The Director of Public Prosecutions; F. A. Stern. 

[Reported by Ensxrve Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 


REX ,. LOCKE. £. parte BRIDGE AND OTHERS. No. :. 
12th and 13th Dec. 


Loan—Mowney ORIGINALLY BorrRowep By Locan AUTHORITY WITH SANC- 
TION OF Loca GOVERNMENT BOARD AND SECURITY GIVEN TO BANK- 
Suspsequent TRANSFER OF LOAN FROM BANK TO ANOTHER BANK—NoO 
Security Given to Seconn BANK—ALLEGeED Improper ‘‘ Borrow- 
ING '’-——DISALLOWANCE AND SURCHARGE or INTEREST-—PuBLIc HEALTH 
Act, 1875, s. 233 
A sum of money was borrowed by a local authority, with the sanc- 


tion of the Local Government Board, on the security of the rates, 
from the Wilts and Dorset Bank in 1900. Jn 1902 the corporation 


| transferred their account from that bank to the National and Pro- 


vincial Bank, and it was arranged that the latter bank should 
pay off the balance of loans and interest due to the Wilts and Dorset 
Bank. This was done, but the mortgages held as security by the 
Wilts and Dorset Bank were mot transferred to the National and Pro- 
vincial Bonk, although receipts for the sume paid by the latter bani: 
were endorsed thereon. In March, 1909, the defendant Locke, an 
auditor under the board, disallowed and surcharged the present appel- 
tants in a sum of £2 12s. 6d., interest due on the balance of the loan 
to the bonk, on the ground that there had been an improper exercise of 
borrowing powers, no security having been given to the National and 
Provincial Bank. 

The Divisional Court discharged the rule obtained by the appellants, 
calling upon the auditors to shew cause why a writ of certiorari phould 
not issue to bring up to be quashed his certificate of disallowance and 
surcharge. 

On appeal, the Court of Appeal allowed the appeal, and made the 
rule absolute on the ground that the substance of the transaction in 

uestion was merely the transfer of the old loan from the Wilts and 

Yorset Bank to the National Provincial Bank, and that there had 
been no new borrowing on the part of the corporation, and therefore 
the surcharge was not justified. 


This was an appeal by Mr. Bridge and others on an agreed states 
ment of facts against a judgment of the Divisional Court (reported 
1910, 2 K. B. 201). The bivisional Court discharged a rule nisi calling 
upon Mr. H. Locke, the auditor appointed to examine the corporation’s 
accounts for the financial year ended March, 1909, to shew cause why 
a writ of certiorari should not issue directed to him to remove into 
the High Court the certificate of disallowance and the surcharge made 
by him for the sum of £2 12s. 6d. upon G. E. Bridge and others, 
which sum was part of a sum of £5,561 Os. 6d. paid to the National 
Provincial Bank in October, 1908, on the ground that the 
borrowing power had been improperly exercised. The 
question raised by the order nisi for the certiorari was whether the 
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auditor was right in disallowing and surcharging on the applicants 
for the order nisi a sum of £2 12s. 6d. paid by the corporation on 
the 29th of October, 1908, to the National Provincial Bank (Limited), 
by way of interest on the balance of a loan of £600, which on the 10th 


of May, 1900, had been borrowed on mortgage from the Wilts and | 


Dorset Bank, with the sanction of the Local Government Board, by 
the Bournemouth Corporation, on the credit of the rates, to be 


repaid with interest within ten years, and subsequently taken over by | 


the National and Provincial Bank in the following circumstances. In 
February, 1902, an arrangement was made between the corporation and 


the National Provincial Bank for the transfer of the corporation | 


account to that bank. This transaction was carried out, and the 
National Provincial Bank paid the principal and interest due 
from the corporation to the Wilts and Dorset Bank in respect of the 
£600, and a number of other loans, which had been advanced on 
mortgage by the Wilts and Dorset Bank to the corporation, but the 
mortgages from the corporation to the Wilts and Dorset Bank were 
not transferred to the National Provincial Bank, although receipts 
for the sum paid for the latter bank were endorsed thereon. No 
mortgage or other document securing the National Provincial Bank 
was executed 

Vavucnan Wittiams, L.J., said it was quite plain that it was th@ 
intention of the parties not that the old loan should be blotted out, 
but thai the debt and the security should be transferred from the 
Wilts and Dorset to the National and Provincial Bank. That being 


| sale and conversion. 


Hansell. Souicrrors, Robbins & Co.; Valpy, Peckhem, & Chaplin; 
Trinder, Capron, & Co. 
[Reported by 8. E. Wit1s, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re LEWIS'S TRUSTS. Eve, J. 15th Dec. 

VENDOR AND PuRCHASER—SALE or Reat Estate By Executors—INrFant 
ExecuToR—APppointinG Person To Convey—Trvstee Act, 1893, s. 33 
—Lanp Transrer Act, 1897, s. 2 (2). 

On a sale of real estate by executors where one of them is an infant 
the court will make an order appownting a person to convey on behalf 
of the infant executor. But the court will not make an order as to 
prospective sales, 

This was a petition asking that the petitioner might be appointed 
to convey freehold property contracted to be sold, and also such othe: 
property as the petitioner as executrix might contract to sell before 
the coming of age or death of her co-executrix. By his will Joseph 
Lewis appointed his wife, the petitioner, and his daughter, Winifred 
Lewis, to be his trustees and executors, and gave them full power of 
The testator died on the 16th day of December, 
1909, and his will was duly proved by the petitioner, power to prove 
being reserved to the daughter, who is an infant, who will attain twenty- 
one on the 13th of November, 1912. Since the testator’s death the 
petitioner had entered into a contract for the sale of part of the 


| testator’s real estate, but the daughter being an infant, the purchaser 


so, and there being a sanction for the old loan and a security for thie | 


ame, in his opinion the certificate of disallowance and surcharge could 
not be justified, and the appeal must be allowed and the rule made 
absolute. 

Bucktey and Kennepy, L.JJ., gave judgment to the same effect.— 
Counset, Danckwerts, K.C., and Fleetwood Pritchard, for the appel- 
lants; Waemorran, K.C., and Rowlatt, for the respondent. Soricrrors, 
Sharpe, Pritchard, & Co., for the Town Clerk, Bournemouth ; Chester, 
Broome & Griffithes 

[Reported by Exsxine Reip, Barri:ter-at-Law.) 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re CAREW’S SETTLEMENT. GELLIBRAND ». CAREW. 

Eve, J. 6th Dee. 

SETTLEMENT—ForFeiTure—Girr or INCOME 

BENEFICIARY OF SamMe—DI1vorce 
TINGUISHING INTEREST. 


Unrin Event Deprivine 
Orper or Divorce Court Ex- 


nder a marriage settlement a husband had a life interest until some 
event happened which would deprive him of the right to receive the 
ame or any part thereof. 
court his life estate was extinguished until his youngest child attained 
twenty-one, 

Held, that the order operated as a forfeiture 


Under his marriage settlement, F. Carew was entitled to a life estate 
until he was adjudicated bankrupt, or “ until any other event happened 
whereby if the same income were payable to him absolutely for his 
life he would be deprived of the right to receive the same or any part 
thereof,” in which case the trust of the income for him was to deter 


| directly in point. 


had required an order of the court to carry out the purchase. ‘Th 
enable a good title to be made to the property sold, as well as to other 
properties which it might be deemed necessary from time to time to 
sell, this application was made to the court to appoint the petitioner or 
some other person to convey the properties on behalf of the infant 
executrix. Counsel on behalf of the petitioner said there was no case 
He referred to Re Pawley (1900, 1 Ch. 58) and 
Caswell v. Sheen (69 L. T. 854). 

Eve, J., said he would make an order appointing the petitioner to 


| convey the —— property which she had contracted to sell, but 





He was divorced, and by an order of the 


mine. If such trust determined in his lifetime the income was | 


applicable under a discretionary trust for the maintenance of F. Carew 
and the issue of the marriage. In December, 1893, the said F. Carew 
was divorced, and by an order of the 25th of February, 1895, made 
by the Probate Court, the whole of the income of the trust funds was 
directed to be set apart and made payable for the use and benefit of 


Hardy; Enness. 


he could make no order as to other property which she might contract: 
to sell in the future. He had consulted some of the other judges, anid 
found that it was contrary to the practice to make prospective orders 
of that sort. The proper course seemed to be to apply in chambers 
under section 2 (2) of the Land Transfer Act, 1897.—CounseL, ('ozens- 
Soticitors, Yielding & Co. 

[Reported by 8. E. Witttams, Barrister-at-Law.) 


. . b] 
High Court—King’s Bench 
. . . 
Division. 
ANGEL rv. JAY. Div. Cout. 8th and 9th Dec. 

LANDLORD AND TENANT—LeEASE BY DeeED—INNOCENT MISREPRESENTATION 
sy Lessor INpucinc Contract—Ricut or TENANT TO CANCELLATION 
or Lease—Equity Jurispicrion or County Court—‘‘ VALUE oF 
Property not Exceepinc £500—County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 
52 Vicr. c. 43), s. 67. 

A lease by deed which has been executed by the lessee on the faith of 
an innocent misrepresentation on the part of the lessor and under which 
the lessee has gone into possession, will not be rescinded by the Court 
upon the ground that the execution of the deed was induced by euch 





| misrepresentation. 


l nder section 67 of the County Courta Act, 1888, @ county court judge 
has no power under the equity jurisdiction of the county court to try 


| an action for the cancellation of an agreement for a lease of any pro 


the children of the marriage, until the youngest should attain the age | 


of twenty-one years, which event happened in February, 1910. In 
January, 1904, the said F. Carew was adjudicated bankrupt, and was 
still an undischarged bankrupt. His trustee in bankruptcy now claimed 
upon this summons to be entitled to the income of the trust fund during 
the remainder of the life of the said F, Carew. On the other hand, it 
was argued that the order of the 25th of February, 1895, operated as 
a forfeiture of the life estate. 

Eve, J.—On behalf of the children it is argued that the making 


perty which exceeds £500 in value, although the interest in the property 
actually dealt with by the lease is less in value than that amount. 


Appeal from the Brompton County Court. The plaintiff executed a 


| deed of sub-lease for three years at an annual rental of £45 of a 


| certain house of which the defendant was lessee. 


of the order was an event which brought about the forfeiture of the | 


father’s life interest. On behalf of the official receiver, it is contended 
that the only effect of the order was to introduce a new term into the 
settlement, whereby the father’s life interest was postponed until the 
younger child had attained twenty-one, and that on this latter event 
taking place the life interest of the father vested in possession and 
became vested in his bankruptcy. The determination of these questions 
depends on the construction of the clause which provides for payment 
of the income to the husband until an event happens whereby he would 
be deprived of his right to receive the same or any part thereof, in 
which case the trust for payment of income to him is to determine. 
I do not think it possible successfully to argue that the making of the 
order was not such an event. I agree that it did not operate to the 
extent of depriving him of his whole interest in the income, but only 
of such of it as was represented by income accruing until the younger 
of his children should attain twenty-one, but even so it had the effect 
of depriving him of the whole income for a substantial period, and in 
those circumstances I think a forfeiture took place at the time of the 
making of the order, and therefore there is nothing left to pass to the 
official receiver,—Counser, Galbraith ; Lawrence, K.C., and Croasteld ; 


Before the deed was 
executed by the plaintiff the defendant innocently misrepresented to 
him that the drains were in a sanitary condition. The plaintiff 
entered into possession, and finding that the drains were not in the 
condition in which they had been represented to be, brought an action 
on the equity side of the county court claiming a cancellation of the 
lease. It was contended on behalf of the defendant (1) that the 
county court judge had no jurisdiction to hear the action since the 
‘value of the property’’ within the meaning of section 67 of the 
County Courts Act, 1888, was more than £ , although the interest 


| dealt with by the lease was of less value than that amount, and (2) 





| 


that rescission could not be granted of a lease by deed under which 
the lessee had gone into possession, upon the ground of innocent mis 
representation only, the contract being executed and not executory 
The county court judge held that he had jurisdiction to deal with the 
matter, and he rescinded the lease. 

Darurnc, J., said that it was not alleged by the plaintiff that the 
misrepresentation made by the defendant was any other than an inno 
cent misrepresentation, but the county court judge had found as 4 
fact that it was a misrepresentation, and upon that finding he had 
rescinded the lease which the plaintiff had taken upon the basis that 
the misrepresentation was true. After the lease had been taken the 
plaintiff went into possession of the premises and held them for some 
time. It had been argued for the appellant that the county court 
judge could not rescind the contract upon the ground that the plaintiff 
had been induced to enter into it by an innocent misrepresentation, 
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because it was an executed contract and not an executory one. On 
behalf of the respondent it was submitted that such a principle, although 
applicable on the conveyance of the freehold interest in a property, did 
not apply when only a leasehold interest was in question, and the reason 
why it applied in the former case was because the contract being exe- 
cuted and the property having passed the parties could not be put 
back into the same position in which they had previously been. In 
none of the cases cited to them or the text-books was any distinction 
drawn between the case of a sale and that of a lease. He (the learned 
judge) came to the conclusion that this was an executed contract. If it 
ad not been executed then he thought that, although there was no 
suggestion of fraud but only of misrepresentation of an innocent chai 
acter, the county court judge might have had power to rescind the 
contract. But the plaintiff here had gone into possession, and that 
being so there was nothing to distinguish the case from those which 
had been cited on behalf of the appellant, and he was therefore of 
opinion that the county court judge was wrong in granting a rescission 
of this lease. It was further contended on behalf of the appellant 
that the county court judge had no jurisdiction to entertain the matter 
at all. His jurisdiction, if any, was, of course, the equity jurisdiction 
of the county court which was given by section 67 of the County Courts 
Act, 1888. That section provided as follows : *‘ The court shall have 
and exercise all the powers and authority of the High Court in the 
actions and matters hereinafter mentioned. (4) For specific perform 
ance of, or for the reforming, delivering up, or cancelling of any 
agreement for the sale, purchase or lease of any property, where in 


the case of a sale or purchase the purchase money, or in the case of a | 


lease the value of the property shall not exceed *’ £500. It was ad 
mitted that the value of the property, if by the property was meant 
the house and garden leased, was more than £500, but the value of the 
interest of the lessor, and a fortiori the value of the interest which he 
granted to the lessee, was less than that amount. It was contended 
for the respondent that in determining the value of the property regard 


| application, and also by a minute, on a separate sheet of paper, signed 
| by counsel, of the order he may consider the applicant entitled 


| papers, addressed as follows :- 


should be had to the value of the interest granted by the lease and not | 


to the value of the property, the occupation ef which was granted by 
the lease. He came to the conclusion that in determining the question 


they must look at the plain words used in the statute, and as the words | 


in the section were that in the case of a lease the value of the pro- 
perty must be considered, he thought they must hold that what they 
must look at was the value of the property demised and not the con- 
sideration given for the interest demised. He therefore thought that 
the county court judge had no jurisdiction to give the equitable remedy 
which he had given, and the appeal must be allowed with costs. 
BuckniL, J., concurred—Counset, Haydon; Foa. SoLicirors, 
Hamline, Grammer, d& Hamline; Sherwood, Baker, & Hart. 
[Reported by C. G. Mornay, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
. . . 
Division. 
Cc. » C. AND M. Bargrave Deane, J. 
Divorce—ParRrTicuLaRs OF CHARGES IN PETITION 
AFFIDAVIT—PRACTICE. 

An explanatory affidavit m liew of particulars of charges in @ pet 
tion for divorce should be made by the solicitor who has seen the 
witnesses. 

Summons in chambers. The petitioner husband had been ordered to 
deliver particulars of the charges in his petition, or in the alternative 
to file an explanatory affidavit. His solicitor filed an affidavit in the 
following form: ‘‘I have either personally or through my agents 
caused the witnesses who will be subpoenaed to give evidence on the 
petitioner’s behalf at the trial to be carefully questioned as to dates 
and times, and the said witnesses are unable to fix same or give me 
any material by which the same can be fixed.’’ The respondent wife 
applied to the registrar that further particulars or a proper explana 
tory affidavit be ordered. The registrar ordered the petitioner to file 
en explanatory affidavit by the persons who had actually seen the wit 
nesses. The petitioner appealed to the judge in chambers, and his 
counsel submitted that the solicitor was the responsible person, and 
had therefore sworn te affidavit. It would be impossible for him to 
personally see every witness. On behalf of the respondent it was 
contended that the sole object of the explanatory affidavit was to estab 
lish the fact that the witnesses had been seen and could not give further 
information. The affidavit filed proved nothing of the kind, and was 
quite useless, being entirely based on hearsay. 

Barcrave Deane, J.—My view is, and always has been, that the 
solicitor who has seen the witnesses should make the affidavit, and Il 
still so hold. This summons must be dismissed, and the registrar's 
order will be confirmed. Wife to have costs in any event.—CouNnseEL, 
Bayford; J. H. Murphy. Soricrrors, Fletcher Jones, for petitioner ; 
Michael Abrahams & Co., for the respondent. 

[Reported by Diesy Cores-Preepr, Barrister-at-Law.) 


19th Dee. 
EXPLANATORY 








A complimentary dinner was, says the Timez, given at the White- 
hall Rooms, Hétel Métropole, on Saturday, by the members of the 
Northern Circuit to Lord Mersey, Mr. Justice Horridge, and the 
Attorney-General. Mr. W. F. K. Taylor, K.C., was inthechair. Othe: 

ests were Lord Justice Kennedy, Mr. Justice Ridley, Mr. Justice 
Reville. Mr. Justice Pickford, Mr. Justice Hamilton, and many members 
of the Northern Circuit. 


New Orders, &c. 


High Court of Justice. 


CHRISTMAS VACATION, 1910. 
NOTICE. 

There will be no sitting in court during the Christmas Vacation. 

During the Christmas Vacation all applications ‘‘ which may re- 
quire to be immediately or promptly heard "’ are to be made until 
Saturday, the 3lst of December, inclusive, to the Right Honourable 
Sir Samuel Evans, and after that date to the Honourable Mr. Justice 
Scrutton. 

The Right Honourable Sir Samuel Evans will act as Vacation Judge 
from Thursday, the 22nd of December, to Saturday, the 3lst of 
December, both days inclusive. His lordship will sit at 10.30 in his 
private room, No. 644, as King’s Bench Judges’ Chambers, on Thurs- 
day, the 29th of December. On other days within the above period 
— in urgent matters may be made to his lordship by post or 
ral. 

The Honourable Mr. Justice Scrutton will act as Vacation Judge 
from Monday, the 2nd of January, 1911, to Tuesday, the 10th of 
January, both days inclusive. His lordship will sit at 10 o’clock a.m. 
in King’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on odecden, the 4th of January. 
On other days within the above period applications in urgent matters 
may be made to his lordship by post or rail. 

Applications may be made, im any case of urgency, to the judge, 
personally (if necessary), or by post or rail, prepaid, accompanied 
by the brief of counsel, office copies of the affidavits in support of the 


to, 
and also an envelope, sufficiently stamped, capable of receiving the 
-“* Chancery Official Letter: To the 
Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrar’s Chambers, Royal Courts 
of Justice, London, W.C.”’ 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of 
the writ and a certificate. of writ issued must also be sent. 

The papers sent to the judge will be returned to the registrar. 

The address of the judge for the time being acting as Vacation 
Judge can be obtained on application at the Chancery Registrar's 
Chambers, Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice. 

The chambers of Mr. Justice Warrington and Mr. Justice Parker 
(L to R Division) will be open (for Vacation business only) from 10 to 2 


| on Wednesday, the 28th of December ; Thursday, the 29th of December 3 


Friday, the 50th of December, 1910; Tuesday, the 3rd of January; 


| Wednesday, the 4th of January; Thursday, the 5th of January; and 








Friday, the 6th of January, 1911. 








Societies. 
The General Council of the Bar. 


The following are extracts from the Annual Statement for 1910: 

The Appointment of Additional Judges.—The Council desire to place 
on record their satisfaction at the appointment of two additional 
Judges of the King’s Bench Division, which the state of business in the 
division had for a long time past made an imperative necessity. 

The Royal Commission on Divorce and Matrimonial Causes.—The 
Council adopted a report, which was presented to the Commission by 
the Chairman of the General*Council of the Bar when he gave evidence 
before the Commission on 23rd March last, from which the following 
are extracts :—There is room for much difference of opinion in applying 
the law to such issues as are raised in matrimonial causes. Hitherto 
it has always been considered that uniformity of decision and dignity 
of procedure were essential. This end has up to the present time 
been attained by limiting the trial of sueh causes to a court specially 
constituted and experienced. If any alteration of the present system 
is to be adopted, the Council is of opinion that it is desirable that 
such issues should be dealt with by a small, rather than a large, 
number of judges. The Council is strongly of opinion that no proposal 
to confer jurisdiction in divorce and matrimonial causes on county 
courts should be entertained, having regard to :—(1) The large number 
and varying qualifications of the county court judges. (2) The difficulty 
of depriving litigants in matrimonial causes of their right to a jury, 
and the character of county court juries generally. (3) The varying 
qualifications of the advocates entitled to practise in county courts, 
(4) The present congested condition of business in many of the county 
courts, the difficulty of obtaining continuity of trial, and the consequent 
expense Vutatis mutandis the observations of Lord Gorell’s Com- 
mittee on County Court Procedure with regard to the jurisdiction of 
justices of the peace and stipendiary magistrates in granting separation 
orders under the Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act of 1895 
apply with at least equal force to the exercise of divorce jurisdiction 
by county court judges. The Council thinks that the poorer classes 
should be placed in a better position to obtain relief in matrimonial 
causes, and to accomplish this object suggests that provision should be 
made for the trial of matrimonial causes on circuit by a judge of the 
High Court, with or without a jury. Such causes might be commenced 
by process in the district registries and continued there: and the 
papers should then, before the case is tried at the assizes, be forwarded 
by the district registrar to the principal registry in London for ex- 
amination ; and, after being passed as in order by the registrar, should 
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be returned by him to the officials of the circuit. To facilitate further | 


the trial of the matrimonial causes of the poorer class of suitor, the 


judge of the divorce division should in the opinion of the Council have | 


power at any stage to transfer the proceedings from or to London or 
any district registry, and in all cases to fix the place and mode of trial ; 
the judge who presides at the trial having power to make the necessary 
decree or decrees. To afford relief to the poorer suitor, the Council 
thinks that it is essential that the practice in suits in forma pauperis 
existing in the Divorce Court should no longer be continued. Under the 
existing system the suitor is only relieved from the payment of part of 


the court fees. No counsel or solicitor is assigned to the suitor, and | 


the payment of fees to counsel and solicitor is as a rule enforced (see 
Richardson v. Richardson, 1895, P. 276). The Council think that in 
suits in forma pauperis no court fees, or fees to counsel or solicitor, 
should be payable by the pauper (compare Rules of the Supreme Court, 


ord. 16, rr. 25 to 28). In the opinion of the Council, the conferring | 


of jurisdiction in divorce and matrimonial causes on judges of assize, 
coupled with the suggested extension of the procedure in formd pauperis 
to such causes, would afford all the relief required. 

As to the working of the Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) 
Act, 1895, the cases of Dodd vy. Dodd (1906, P. 189) and Harriman \ 
Harriman (1909, P. 123) suggest the following amendment of the law 
as desirable :—(1) That orders that the applicant be no longer bound 
to cohabit with her husband and for maintenance should only be made 
in cases of cruelty as defined by that Act, or of desertion for two years 
and upwards. (2) In other cases of desertion an order for maintenance 
only should be made. As regards questions of amendment in the law 
relating to divorce and matrimonial causes, and the procedure and 
practice therein, the Council begs to make the following furthe: 
suggestions :—(1) That the law relating to foreign decrees of nullity 
affecting English subjects, and the jurisdiction of the court in such 
cases, as disclosed by the decision in Ogden v. Ogden (1908), p. 46, re 
quires amendment. (2) If a woman is charged with adultery in any 
divorce proceedings, notice should be given to her of such charge, 
unless the court should otherwise direct. (3) After a decree for judicial 
reparation the court should have power to vary a marriage settle 
ment, and to secure to the wife permanent alimony for the term of 
the wife's life, or for such less term as the court may think fit. 
(4) After a decree for divorce, nullity, or judicial separation, it shall 
be lawful for the court, if it shall think proper, to order the 
respondent, if he or she is entitled to any property, either in possession 
or reversion, to make such settlement as it shall think reasonable of 
such property, or any part thereof, for the benefit of the child o 
children of the marnage. The following suggestions are made with 
a view to the reduction of costs :—(5) Abolition of citation, substituting 
therefor a warning to appear on petition. (6) Service of plain copies 
instead of sealed copies. (7) Reduction in court fees. 

In reply to a request from the Commissien to supply particulars and 
statistics as to the reference in the Council’s report to ‘‘the present 
congested condition of business in many of the county courts, the diffi 
culty of obtaining continuity of trial, and the consequent expense,’’ the 
Council prepared and presented a memorandum on the matter to the 
Commission. The memorandum is too lengthy for insertion in this 
statement 

Legal Aid Societies.—In view of the growth and extended operations 
of such societies the Council have concurred with the Law Society in 
appointing a Joint Committee to consider and report upon the gubject. 
The Joint Committee have not yet made their report. 

The Non-Payment of Counsel's Fees and Proceedings before the 
Statutory Committee of the Law Society.—-The following appeared 
under the above heading in the Annual Statement for 1899-1900 :—‘‘ The 
Council are of opinion that the Council should not act as a debt 
collecting body for members of the Bar. At the same time they feel 
that from time to time cases arise in which counsel are not paid their 
fees under circumstances that make it the interest of the whole profes- 
sion that the defaulting clients should be exposed and punished, and 
that in such cases assistance might properly be given to members of the 
Bar in taking proceedings before the Statutory Committee of the Law 
Society. The Council resolved that it should be left to the Executive 
Committee to apply the principles above stated to the circumstances 
of particular cases, and on any arplication being made to them by a 
member of the Bar for assistance to submit to the Council whether such 
assistance should be rendered or not, and in what form.’ The Council 
beg to report that application was during the year made to them 
by a member of the Bar for assistance in taking proceedings against a 
defaulting client before the Statutory Committee of the Law Society. 
and that they resolved to give such assistance, and instructed a soiicitor to 
appear upon the hearing of the application before such Statutory Com- 
mittee. The Committee found that the defaulting client had been 
guilty of professional misconduct within the meaning of the Solicitors 
Act, 1888, and reported him to the Court. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this associa- | 


tion was held at the Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, on 


the 14th inst., Mr. Maurice A. Tweedie in the chair. The other direc- | 


tors resent were : Messrs. W. C. Blandy (Reading), S. P. B. Bucknill, 
A. Davenport, Hamilton Fulton (Salisbury), W. E. Gillett, C. God- 
dard, J. R. B. Gregory, J. F. N. Lawrence, C. G. May, H. Monckton 


(Maidstone), and R. 8. Taylor. A sum of £795 was distributed in | 


grants of relief; thirteen new members were admitted, and other 
general business was transacted. 


United Law Society. 


Dec. 19.—Mr. James Ball moved : ‘‘ That the time has arrived when 
the constitution of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council should 
be broadened and strengthened.’’ Mr. Thomas Hynes opposed. The 
voting being even, and the Chairman giving his casting vote against 
the motion, it was lost by one vote. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Plymouth, Stonehouse, and Devonport Law 
Students’ Society. 


The above society held its annual dinner on Friday in last week, the 
President, Mr. R. J. Fittall (Town Clerk, Devonport), presiding. Mr. 
| Goodman, in proposing the toast of the President, pointed out how 

very much Mr. Fittall had the interests of the society at heart. He 
was able to find time from his onerous duties as a town clerk to 
assist the budding members of the legal profession. Mr. Fittall, 
| responding, said he would be only too pleased to do all he could to 
further the interests of the society during his term of office. Mr. 
Royle proposed ‘* The Society,’’ and referred especially to the useful- 
ness of the work of the society to articled clerks in the three towns. 
The secretary, Mr. Cedric H. Akaster, responding on behalf of the 
society, said that there were fewer law student members of the society 
this year than there had been for many years past. The dinner was 
followed by a smoking concert, which was most successful. The con- 
cert was concluded by hearty cheers for the president, the secretary, 
the visitors, the solicitors present, and the accompanist. 


The Travers-Smith Scholarship. 


At a meeting of the Council of the Law Society the scholarship for 
the year 1910 was, on the recommendation of the trustees of the late 
Mr. Joseph Travers-Smith, awarded to Mr. Fermian Le Neve Foster, 
who served his articles of clerkship with Mr. L. T. C. Meek, of Bir- 
mingham, and Mr. J. McNeile Miller, of London. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srupents’ Desatinc Socretry.—Dec. 13.—Chairman, Mr. 
Handley.—The subject for debate was : ‘‘ That the case of Bennett v. 
White (1910, 2 K. B. 643) was wrongly decided.”’ Mr. Dowding opened 
in the affirmative, Mr. Shrimpton seconded in the affirmative; Mr. 
Lemon opened in the negative, Mr. Hands seconded in the negative. 
The following members continued the debate : Messrs. Shearn, Plead- 
well, Meeke, and Parry. The motion was lost by 3 votes. 


BrrmincHaM Law Stupents’ Socrery.—Dec. 13.—Mr. J. B. Marshall, 
barrister-at-law, in the chair.—The following moot point was debated - 
‘A. writes to B. and requests him to pay £100 to C., stating that he 
owes C. the money, but not informing B.—as is the fact—that the 
money is payable in respect of a bet between A. and C. B. pays the 
money in ignorance of this fact. Can B. recover the £100 from A.?”’ 
Mr. J. D. Sampson opened in the affirmative, and was supported by 
Messrs. H. D. Price, J. C. Cripwell, F. W. Bagott, E. C. G. Clarke, and 
B. B. Davis; Mr. D. M. Wood opened in the negative, and was sup- 
vorted by Messrs. R. T. Richards, A. Upton, J. D. Evans, and A. E- 

Bolander. After the openers had replied and the chairman had 
summed up, the question was put to the meeting, and the voting being 
equal—8 all—the chairman gave his casting vote in favour of the nega- 
tive. A hearty vote of thanks to the chairman for presiding concluded 
the proceedings. 

Ptymovta, Stonexouse, AND Devonport Law Stupents’ Socrery.— 
Dec. 15.—Mr. 8. Leighton Heard in the chair. The subject for dis- 
cussion was: ‘‘ Mrs. Quiverfull, parent of Quinta, a child of five, 
negligently allows Quinta to go out unattended upon a road frequented 

| by motors. Owing to the negligence of a driver of a passing motor, 
the child is injured. Can the child recover?’’ (‘‘ Law Notes’’ Moot 
for December.) For the affirmative : Messrs. F. 8. Murray and B. H. 
Prance. For the negative: Messrs. H. J. Howland and C. H. Akas 
| ter. Mr. C. J. Geldard also spoke. Mr. Murray having replied, the 
Chairman summed up, and put the motion to the meeting, when it was 
| carried by two votes. 








Obituary. 
Mr. Christopher James. 


We greatly regret to announce the death, on Wednesday morning 
| last, of Mr. Christopher James, barrister-at-law, at the age of sixty 

four years. He was the eldest son of Mr. J. W. James, of Swansea. 
| and was educated at Caius College, Cambridge, of which he was 
for many re a Fellow. He was 11th wrangler in 1868, the year 


when Lord Justice Fletcher Moulton was senior wrangler. He war 
| called to the Bar in 1870, and was for a short time secretary to his 
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uncle, Lord Justice James, and has afterwards acted as secretary to the 
Lords Justices in lunacy matters. He subsequently obtained a large 
and important practice in the Chancery Division, both in court and 
as a conveyancer at chambers. He had the reputation of being both a 


“MORE FOR THE SAME MONEY” 


| 


Jearned real property lawyer and also intimately conversant with the de- | 


tails of Chancery practice, and gifted with a soundness of judgment in legal 
matters which would have well qualified him for promotion to the Bench. 


His opinions on political and other matters outside his profession were | 
singularly independent and original; it mattered nothing to him that | 


they were opposed to the current view, and he was always ready to 
give reasons for the faith which was in him. His favourite diversions 


were, we have been informed, Alpine climbing and skating; and he is | 
said to have been one of the best of English skaters. Personally, we be- | 


lieve, he was universally popular with his colleagues at the Bar ; his quaint 
sallies of wit and humour constantly enlivened the proceedings at the 
meetings of The Institute (of Conveyancers), at which he was a regular 
attendant, and his bonhommie and kindliness and utter lack of self- 
assertion endeared him to his brethren. He was elected a bencher of 
Lincoln’s-inn some years ago. He appeared in court on a matter in 


which he was concerned on Thursday week, the 15th inst., but shortly 
afterwards was attacked by pleurisy and pneumonia, which proved 
fatal. He will be long remembered by those who knew him. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


The honour of Knighthood has been conferred on Mr. JosepH V1nt- 
cent, LL.B., Senior Sedes of the High Court of Southern Rhodesia 
and Judge of the High Court of North-Western Rhodesia. 


Mr. H. W. Rott, LL.M., solicitor, of Bolton Chambers, Eastbourne, 
has been appointed a Commissioner in England for the Dominion of 
New Zealand. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 


Harry Warner Grimes and Martin Barry-Lewis, solicitors (Grimes 
and Barry-Lewis), Gloucester. Aug. 31. The business will in future 
be carried on by the said Harry Warner Grimes. [Gazette, Dec. 16. 


General. 


Mr. F. Brinsley Harper protested, says the J'imes, at the recent 
meeting of the Court of Common Council against the closing of the 
Lord Mayor’s Court on the occasion of ceremonies at the Guildhall, and 
said that from this cause a gentleman was nearly made a bankrupt 
through the visit of the American sailors. The Courts at such times 
were used by waiters. The matter was referred to the Law and City 
Courts Committee, the chairman of which said that a scheme was under 
consideration for overcoming the difficulty. 


Mr. C. L. Tarry, a member of the Croydon Corporation, holds the 
lease of two shops in High-street, South Norwood, and recently 
bought the freehold at auction. A Government official made a valua- 
tion under the Finance Act, after which Mr. Tarry was surprised to 
learn that he was liable, under Clause 13, to reversion duty amounting 
to between £200 and £300. Mr. Tarry, says the Zimes, wrote to Mr. 
Lloyd George, who replied that he intended proposing to Parliament 
at the earliest opportunity an amendment to the Act, which would 
deal with the matter. Mr. Tarry, writing again, stated that he could 
not wait for that, as he had to complete the purchase under the condi- 
tions of sale. In his reply the Chancellor of the Exchequer said : “ I 
understand that there are legal devices by which the liability to duty 
can be legitimately avoided. As to whether any such device is avail- 
able in the case to which you refer it will, of course, be for your legal 
adviser to say.”’ ‘ 

In opening the Court of Claims on the 16th inst. the Lord Chan- 
cellor stated, according to the 7'imes, that the petitions would be 
taken into consideration in due course. He had to intimate the 
directions of the Court as to procedure. The formal procedure as 
settled in 1900 was confirmed—namely, that all claims must be made 
by petition. Petitions might be sent under cover to the Court of 
Claims, Privy Council Office, Downing-street, S.W. Petitioners were 
not required to appear in person before the Court unless summoned. 
Petitioners might appear by solicitor, agent, or counsel. If a claim 
was admitted in 1901-2, all that was required from the petitioner (or 
his present representative) was a short formal petition (without appeat 
ance) stating that he was the same petitioner or his representative (and, 
if representative, in what capacity), and that the petition was allowed, 
1901-2, in order that there might be a record. No claim excluded by 
the Court in 1901-2 as inappropriate to the Coronation by reason of 
the Royal Proclamation and inappropriate for the same reason for the 
forthcoming Coronation would be placed on the list. Any claim now 
made which was referred by the Court in 1901-2 to the Executive Com- 
mittee for the purpose of arrangements for the Coronation would be 
referred to the same committee. Petitioners were requested to present 
their claims by 14th January. The Court then adjourned to a date 
of which notice will be given in the London Gazette. 
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At a meeting of the Middlesex County Council held in July it was 
decided to spend a sum of about £72,000 in alterations and additions 
to the Guildhall at Westminster, a scheme for clearing the site and re- 
building at a cost of £90,000 being rejected. The matter was again 
discussed, says the 7'imes, at a meeting of the County Council, and 
on the motion of the Chairman (Alderman Regester) it was referred 
to a committee to consider and report upon another scheme for clearing 
the site and erecting thereon an entirely new building, at an estimated 
cost of £80,000. The Chairman said that for that sum they could 
put up a building worthy of the county, and one that would give them 
much more adequate accommodation than would be possible under the 
proposal adopted in July. 


On Friday in last week Mr. Justice Eve had to transact his business in 
Room 719 at the Law Courts, says the Evening Standard. Friday being 
motion day, the gathering of litigants and barristers was so large that, 


| although the room was as closely packed as a political meeting, many 


had to wait outside until the case in which they were interested was 
called, and then it was not without considerable difficulty that they 
were able to force their way to the front. Mr. P. O. Lawrence, K.C., 
when asked whether he ‘‘ moved,”’ said, ‘‘ It seems quite impossible to 
get into this court.’’ His Lordship : I am very sorry, but I have done 
my best. Mr. Lawrence: To-day it is worse than ever. On a case 
being called, counsel at the back of the room, struggling with the 
crowd, called out : ‘I am doing my best, my lord, to get forward.”’ 


Mr. Henry William Trinder, of Northbrook House, Bishop’s Waltham, 
Hants, formerly of the firm of Trinders & Co., solicitors, of London, 
who died on the 21st of November, aged 69 years, left, says 
the J'imes, estate in the United Kingdom valued at £42,269 9s. 3d. 
gross, with net personalty £31,042 10s. 8d. The testator left to the 
Incorporated Law Society two paintings by Scott of ‘‘ The Thames at 
Westminster ’’ and ‘‘ Somerset eee” and a sum of £2,000, the income 
therefrom to be used for either or both of the following objects : (1) 
In providing in such years as the said society consider desirable a 
series of lectures, to be attended free of any charge by law students, 
solicitors, and clerks of solicftors; (2) for the purpose of defraying 
the expenses of stamp or premium upon articling the son of any 
deceased solicitor who, owing to the death of his parent, is placed in 
a position below his reasonable expectations, and who might otherwise 
be debarred from following the profession, and with power to allow any 
such articled clerk, while he shall work and conduct himeelf to the 
satisfaction of the society, a sum not exceeding £50 a year. 


At the sitting of the Divorce Commission on the 14th inst., says 
the V'imes, Dr. Thomas H. Tristram, K.C., who was introduced to the 
Commission as the sole survivor of the original body of Doctors’ 
Commons, gave some details of the procedure in the Consistory Court 
of London, which was the principal court of first instance in England 
for the trial of matrimonial causes. He said that at the hearing of 
the case where any evidence was unfit for publication it was the practice 
of advocates to mention to the judge that this was so and to refer him 
to the articles of the paragraphs where it would be found. The judge, 
after perusing the evidence, directed counsel to proceed with his argu- 
ment, which he did without mentioning objectionable details, which 
never appeared in the papers. When the Divorce Act came into opera 
tion in January, 1858, it was mentioned to the judges of the Divorce 
Court that if the evidence in all cases was taken in open court it might 
lead to the publication in the Press of objectionable matter, but the 
judges held that it was desirable to adhere to the rules relating to 
evidence that prevailed in the common law courts. Dr. Tristram 
added that two days before the Divorce Act came into operation Mr 
Delane, the editor of the Times, told him that he had consulted the 
sub-editors, and it had been decided that the only statement the 7'imes 
would give in future would be the names of parties, of advocates, and 
of applicants, what the charge was, and the result. Mr. Delane asked 
him what he thought about it, and he told him he thought it would be 
all that was necessary. When, however, they met again, a few days 
after the court was established, Mr. Delane said he regretted that his 
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suggestion had failed to take effect. He said he found the other news- | 
papers gave fuller reports, and that in self-defence he was obliged to 
do so in the Times. 


A juryman who has preconceived opinions about a case can always, 
says a writer in the Globe, get relieved from trying it, and if he 
deliberately refuses to try the issues according to the evidence he 
deserves to be punished for breaking his oath. To the honestly dis- 
sentient juror full protection is given. The foreman of a jury in a | 
criminal case interrupted the prisoner's counsel more than once during 
his examination of the witnesses. ‘‘I thank God,’’ exclaimed the | 
learned gentleman, when he came to address the jury, ‘‘ that there is 
more than one juryman to determine whether the prisoner stole the 
property with which he is charged, for if there were only one, and that | 
one the foreman, from what has transpired to-day there is no doubt 
what the result would be.’’ For this attack the learned gentleman | 
was found guilty of contempt of court, and fined £20. [We may add 
that there is a well authenticated story of a learned Serjeant-at-Law, 
who, having at the York Assizes had verdicts found against his clients 
in several cases, got up and, pointing his finger at the foreman of the 
jury, said: ‘“‘ That gentleman would find Jesus Christ guilty.” He 
was severely reprimanded, but not, we believe, fined.] 


The tragic suicide of an aged London solicitor was, says the Daily 
Telegraph, described at an inquest held at East Molesey concerning | 
the death of Mr. F. T. Dubois, aged 80, a solicitor, of ‘* Landmore,”’ 
Bridgeman-road, Teddington, whose body was found in a boathouse 
near Molesey late on Friday night. The main artery in each wrist 
had been opened, and near the body was a razor and phial. Mr. 
Harold Chamberlain, solicitor, of Great Yarmouth, was present on 
behalf of the deceased's family, and gave evidence. He said 
that the deceased gentleman was his brother-in-law, and was in business 
in London. He had been very depressed for the last ten months, and 
had worried about business matters, which, to the best of the witness's 
belief, were quite trifles. Mr. Dubois was getting very old, and 
business was leaving him, but he absolutely refused to give up his 
work, saying that he would die in harness. On Friday morning 
the witness received, at Yarmouth, a letter from the deceased, which 
had been posted in Fleet-street on Thursday, and ran: ‘‘ Dear Cham- 
berlain,—When you receive this I shall be no more. I have struggled 
to the last, and am beaten."’ The witness returned to London im 
mediately, but was too late. The jury returned a verdict of suicide 
whilst of unsound mind, and expressed sympathy with the family. 





An important point was, says the 7'imes, raised in an action which 
came before his Honour Judge Emden at the Lambeth County Court 
on the 14th inst. The action was to recover £1 9s. 5d., money taken 
from the plaintiff when searched at the police-station, and subsequently 
handed to the defendant. It was stated that the plaintiff was tried 
and convicted. Upon coming out of prison he applied to the police 
for the £1 Qs. 5d. to be returned, and was informed that the 
defendant had received it. Detective-sergeant Goggins said the case, 
which related to a charge of horse stealing, came before Mr. Wallace 
at the London Sessions, and afterwards the defendant made application 
to the Chairman for the payment of the £1 9s. 5d. Mr. Wallace, 
having spoken to the witness, made an order for the money to be 
delivered to the defendant. Judge Emden said there should be a 
record of all money transactions concerning the courts. If there was 
not, the police would be able to do anything they liked with moneys. 
Detective Goggins: The Chairman gave me the order to give it up. 
Judge Emden: Then you must shew it. The case was allowed to 
stand over so that the order could be produced, but when the case 
was called later it was stated that inquiries had been made of the 
clerk at the sessions, and it was said that only in exceptional cases 
were minutes made of orders for the restoration of property. Judge 
Emden: That is extraordinary. Detective Goggins said he informed 
the Chairman at the trial that the defendant paid the plaintiff £3 10s., 
and it was suggested that the money found on the plaintiff when 
searched formed part of that sum. His Honour said that he could not 
understand why there was no record showing the authority to dispore | 
of the money. A question might arise some years hence when verbal 
evidence might not be obtainable. The evidence was in favour of the 
conclusion that the judge made the order, but it was not a satis- 
factory way of deciding the case. On the evidence before him he | 
must decide that the judge did make the order, and the action must 
be dismissed. 











It is hoped that the public will not confuse the Car and General 
Insurance Corporation (Limited), of 1, Queen Victoria-street, London, 
E.C., with the Law Car and General Insurance Corporation, which is 
now in liquidation. The Car and General Insurance Corporation was 
established im 1903, and has no connection whatever with the Law Car 
and General Insurance Corporation, established 1906. 


Royat Navat Cottecr, Ossorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for “‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer ’’ (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
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Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 
street, London, W. [Apvr.] 
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Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Lrurrep 1m Caawosryr. 
London Gasette.—Faivar, Deo. 16. 

Avyasp Watzeworts, Lrp—Creditors are reqiired, on or before Jan 27, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particul«rs of their debts or claims, to Walter Davies 
5, Winckley st, Prestoo. Houghton & Co, Preston, so'ors for the liquidator. ’ 

Faernotp Tevet, Lrp—Creditors are required, «n or before Jan 7, to send their 
pame. and sddresses, and the particulars of their debts or claim:, to Frank Page, 
60a, Peckham rse, liquidator 

Grorer Grarrox, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Dec. 9, directed to be heard 
Jan 10. at the Court Hi use, Castle eq, S uthampton. Wadeson & Day, Portsmouth, 
solors for the petners. Notice of appea ing must reach the above-namei. nt later 
than 6 o'clock in ths afwernoon of Jan 9 7 

Ixrrtat. Sywprcats, Lro (.w Votentavy Liguipatrox)—Creditors are req d, on or 
before Jan 14, t> send their names and addresses, aad the particulars of their debts 
or claime, to Frank Gardiner Fedden, 103, Cannon st, liquidator 

Susvesan Dwetusxes Co, Lrp (rm Vo.vunrany Liqurpation) -Creditos are uired, 
on or before Dec 24, to send their :.ames and addresses, aud the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to William Ol«rk, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon, liquidator 

Wartmones, Lip (1x Liquipatios)—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 7, t send 
in their names and addresses, and the culars of their claims, to F. W. Allen, 
7 and 8, Railwsy approach, Loncon Bridge, liqui 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep 1m Omanoset. 


London Gazette,—Tuxspar,. Dec. 20. 

Durty & Toaney, Lro—Creditors are required, on or befors Jan 21, to send their 
names and add: esses, and the par: iculars of their debts or cl.ims, to George William 
Lin say Thompson, 71, Temple row, Birmingham, liquidator 

Esraycta La Amartuia, Ltp (1s Votontary Ligorpation)—Creditors are required, 
on or bef re Jan 2, to send their names and addresses, and the particlars of their 
detts or cleins. to Walter George Waluron, 10i, Leadenhail et, liqaidator. Romer, 
Buckle sbury, so!or to the liquicator 

Jou» Suzraexp, Lrp (1s Vovuntany Ligutpation)—All persons baving claims are 
r quired to send in perticulars of their claims to Edmund William Beech and 
Ge: rge Graham Poppleton, 26, Corp .ration st, Birmingham, «n or before Jan 4 

Maessate Tree Fasaic Co, Lro (1s Votomacy Lig tpstiom)—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before Jan 17, to sena their names ard addresses, and particulars :f 
their debts or c'aims, to William Johneton Y«pp, 34, Hythe rd, Willesden Jucction, 
liquidator 

New Savoy Cuausens, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presente! Dec 16, directed to be 
heard Jan 17. Surman & Co, Linc dn’s inn fields, solors for ths petaer. Notice of 
appesring mu t reach tue abvve-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 
Jan 16 

Praron Inveetusnt Cosrorat‘on, Lan—Fetn for winding up, presented Dec 4, 
directed t» te heard before Mr. Justice) Swinfen Eaty on Jan 17, Upperton & C», 
Lincoln's inn fielda, petners. Notice of appearing mist rea -h the above-nam sd not 
later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Jan 16 7 

R. Lasozties & Co, Lrp— Creditors are required, on or before Jan 19, to send their 
name and addresses, and thre particulars of their debts or clsims, to Ernest Henry 
Mes-eder, 30, Salisbary rd, High Barnet. Reed, Carnaby st, Great Marib rough ot, 
s lor for the liq uidator 








Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gasetts.—Fatpar, Dec. 9. 
Norta Bocss Paess Co, Lrp. 
Le Paris Tras Co, Lr. 
Taawr Vattry Barce asp TiLe Co, Lro, 
Corssoox Exetnesatse Co, Lro, 
Dexwxinet w Co.ittsry Co. Lro, 
Cuaates Dewrntee, Lrv. 
Tyxs Dock Masomsic Haut Co, Leo. 
M.P.D. SysprcatTe, Lro. 
Taomae Sroxoz, Lro. 
Hicw's Pareast Wixsvow Masirccatorg Srypicate, Lro, 


| Sourm Ameartcas Jovanat, Lro. 


Hien Baawer Drerarce Cvu-orerative Society, Lrp. 

Lospos axo Cuina SyNnpicare, Lip. 

Crocorat Exetse Co (1998), Lip. 

Viviaw Nerasw & O>, Leo. 

Sace-Divecorisa Piste Co, Leo. 

Lospos CingmatToGeara Uo (1900), Ltp (Reconstruction). 
London Gazett:.—Tuxzspar, Dec. 13. 


Rooe.isr’s Rawrenstace Estate, Lrv. 
Bamsoo Davetormest Synotcats, Lrp. 
Lieut Opera Co, Lev. 

Evwarp Boxnart, Lap. 

Amenican Rotter Rivx (Nostaamertox), Lev. 
Srantsn Syrwprcars, Lev. 


| Sr. Havew’s Sxatine Rexx, Lrv. 


Cagugrr Syxpicats, Lr. 
Biswor Avcxtanp Otymrta, Lrp. 
&. D. Mowxs & Sox, Lap. 
Kartarrita, Lop, 
Inpustatac Tavet awp Assers Cozroratiox, Lrp 
Mica Manvractrvuaine Co, Lrp. 
Cuamuers & Co, Lev. 
Ross Haut Estars, Lop. 
Bigo’s Swazitann Comcassiox, Lro. 
Ma.vitie Istayp Sywprcats, Lrp. 
London Gazette,—Fuipar, Dec. 16, 
Davy Exsorseretue, Lr. 
Sr. Nicnotas Estate Co, Lro. 
Lerometersaing Minerat Water Co, Lro. 
Pies Bxriwevisure ann Sraares, Lrp. 
Cc. W. Hutury, Leo. 
Beexetey Estates, Leo. 
Initia Sywpicars. Lrp. 
Bartcurtr & Son D. 
Awowo-Astatic Mawoawnse Co, Lrp. 
Tres, Lr, 
Dauwy Events Co, Lrp, 
Sours Amentcaw Taamsrost, Exroar, asp Traoixe Co, Lrp. 
Pareaotp Tevst, Lro. 
Curcaco sup Noata-Weset Geaxantes Co, Lro. 
Farspay & Davey, Lev 
Diamomp Sona Waren Macatne Co, Leo. 
|.zowarp Bamvoup, Lp. 
Magrinzav, Beames & Maperer, Leo. 
Inptaw Mrptawo Ratuwar Oo, Lap. 
Couns River Varwisa ayp Examut Co, Lro. 


a a a ah 


endefel JT) Dt oe 7 
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. London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Dec. 20. 
Lacrorsum Deve.torment Sy#prcare, Lrp. 

Merprrereayeaw Ort Sreupricare, Leo. 

Dorsorcnes, Leo. 

Maxs@atu ne Faparo Co, Lrv. 

A. Barrrety & Co, Lrp (Reconstruction). 

Hors Manvractvatne Co, Lro. 

Guoser, Lev. 

Gioses Srvorcare (19°7), Lro, 

RB. Lascettes & Co, Lrp. 
Tazasves Goup Mixx Co, Lrp, 
Eeravcea ta Amantiea, Lrv. 
Bustcur Synpicare. Lro. 
Watree H. Srorr & Co, Lp, 
Hagpy, Bozsosx & Co, Lrp. 

J. H. Cooxsow & Sow, Lrp. 
Fanesw & Canter Co, Lap. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Messrs. Fanuprorage, Evi, Eerrtos, Basacn & Oo., at the Mart: Freehold 
Residential Retate (see advertisement, back page, Dec. 17), ” 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day oF Craim. 


L-nden Gazette,-Faivay, Dec. 16. 


Avstiy, Hesserr, Fernburst, Sussex, Builder Jan 20 Hyde v Austin and Austin, 
Eveand Juyce, JJ Pitfield, Petworth 

Mogrre, Witriam, Hastiogs, Caterer Jac 16 Ginner v Morris, Judge in Chambers, 
Room No 692, Royal Courts Osborn, Lead snhall st 

London Gasette.—Toxsvay, Dec. 20. 

Dyxr, Jorxrn, Amburst pk, Stamford Hill, L censed Victualler 
Dyse, Swinfen Eady and Neviile, JJ Syrett. Finsbury pymnt 

Sreesexre, Vicroirs, Brighton Jan 16 Sayers v Lavasseur and Auother, Joyce and 
Eve, JJ Brabant, Gray's inn sq 


Jan25 Fisher v 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec. 9. 


ANDREWS, WILLIAM, Linthorpe, nr Middlesbrough Jan 18 Preston, Middl-sbrough 

BARTLETT, JAMES, Cokeham Sompting Sussex Jan 16 Verrall & Son, Worthing 

BELL, JANE CAMPBELL, St Paul's rd, Highbury Jan 7 Mercer, Chancery In 

BERRY, SAMUEL HENRY, Seaford, Sussex Dec 31 Crawfurd & Bar«el!, Seaford 

BoLTON, JOHN, Bradford, Worsted Spiuner Jan 6 Kolton, Bradford 

—, a ELIZABETH, Si Anae’s on the Sea, Lancs Jan 31 Walshaw & Son, 

alifax 

BRATTON, SAMUBL,, St Leonards on Sea Dec 24 Ellis, Leonards on Sea 

BROWN, + re MARY, Inverness ter, Bayswater Jan 14 Cooper & Bake, Port- 
man s 

CARDWELL, REGINALD, Lower Grosvenor p) Jan 31 Walker & Co, Theobald’s rd 

CHINNER, ANN, Cheltentam Janzl Sanders & Co, Birmingham 

CLEMENTS, JAMES MOORE, Oswestry Jan 20 Minshalls & Co, Oswes'ry 

CLEWITT, JOHN HENRY, Hayes, nr Stourbridge, Clothing Manufactarer Dec 23 Hill, 


Denatin, MAURIZIO, Knightsbridge, Restaurant Keeper Dec 30 Tempany & Co, 
ey th ening LE TYRWuHITT, Waltham, Berks Jan 7 Kirby & Co, 

ne Felmouth #4, Ge Bover st rd, Pimlico, Licensed Victualler Jan14 Turner, 
DMINSON, WILLIAM DIXON, Berwick u Tweed, Cattl § 

suusodrt Wantuerbend, Berwi K upon Tweed Jan 20 NS ma 
Foster, SARAH, Todmord n Jan 10 sager, Todmorden F 

GIBBONS, ALFRED PARKER, Greenwich Jan 10 Howard & Shelton, Tower chmbrs, 


oorgate 

HiraP, HARRIET, South Shore, Blackpool Dec 30 Dawson & Wood, Harrogete 
HENWOOD, MARGARETTA, M nehead, Somerset Dec 28 Incleden & Newbery, Minehead 
~~ na GIppy Grose, Highbury pl Jan22 Bulcraig & Davis, Noriolk st, 

Stran 
Hueues, RICHARD. Breom, Warwick Jan7 Abeli, Worcester 
Jon ay HENkY, Bridport, Dorset, Twine, Manufacturer Jan 1 Temple, 
JonEs, WILLIAM JAMES DOWLE, Sketty, Glamorgan Jan 31 Edwards, Swansea 
MATTHEWS, WILLIAM JAMES, Milton - 1 

. ph ton, De:iby, Farmer Jan 9 Diewry & Newbold, 
NANCE, MARTHA, Southsea Jan10 Nance & Son, Reading 
NORTON, EMMA SARAH, Croydon Jan 2i Myatt, Crutched Friars 
RAPKINS, WILLIAM, Lyndhurst, Southampton Jan7 Kimber & Co, Old Jewry 
REYNOLLS, MARY, Harrogate Dec 31 Dawson & Wood, Harrogate 
STEPHENSON, HENKY, Huddersfield, Cabinet Maker Dec 31 Marshall, Huddersfield 
SWEETING, HARRIET, Weston sujer Mare Dec 31 Baker & Co, Weston super Mare 
TARRATT, ANSE, Weymouth Jan 10 Barlow & Co, Fenchurch st 
TAYLOR, ELIZABETH Lucy, St Leonardson Sea Jan 13 O' Bryen-Taylor, King st 
Zarion, JOSEPH, Manningham, Bradford Dec 24 Ibberson & Pickles, Dewsbury 

AYLOR, WARY HESTER, St Leonards on Sea Jan 18 O'Bryen-Taylor, King st, Cheapside 
TENDONS, iC LEERY. ALTER TOs a Beare ant nT nomas Port Talbot 
NE, § » JOSEP. : 

eins witken ae Co, rays ta H veutTy, Tich e Park, Sout; pton Jan 

, JOSEPH, Aston, Warwick Jan7 Burton & Clark, ham 
TRINDER, JESSE, Birmingham Jan 10 Baker & Co, oe 
Vos KOLLER. MILDRED CORDELIA Baroness, Southwell, Nettingham Jan 31 Freeth 


& Co, Nottingham 
Jan6 Howard & Sheltou, Tower 


Watkins, Jonny, eenswood av, Muswell Hil 
wns —. he j : ¥ 

Ins, Epwin, A ion villas, Earl's Court rd Jav 1 . 
WILKINSON, ARTHUR, tbourne Dec3i Hart & on onto apenas 
wees. HARRIET, Higher Broughton, Salford Jan 20 Farrar & Co, Manchester 
OLFE, MaRy ELizaBETH, Bewdley, Worcester Jan13 James & James, Ely pl 





Londoa Gazette.—Touxspay, Dec. 13. 


ALLEN, ALFRED, Hampton, Middlesex, Engineer Jan 14 Davidson & Co, King st ; 
ANDERSON, JOHN, Hariey st, Cavendish sq, CIE, MD, FRCP Jan 15 Bird & Bi.d, Gray's 


inns 

BAILEY, sit JAMES. Saffron Walden, Essex Jan 20 Janson & Co, College hill 

CLENDON, JOHN, Kamagate Jan 31 O K & W Daniel, Ramagate 

ELy, JANE CROMWELL, Cheyne court, Chelsea Jan 20 Strick & Pellingham, Swansea 

FoorriT, CATHERINE, Lincoln Jan? Hebb & Sills, Lincoln 

FRANKLAND, JAMES NAYLOR, Raisdale, Bilsdale, Yorks, Farmer Jan 4 
Stokesley 

FLEAR SopuHIA, Ipswich Feb1 Boydell, jun, South sq 

FREESTONE, WILLIAM WARREN, Norwich, Leather Merchant Jan 21 

Frost, CAROLINE. SARAH, Lyncroft gdns, West Hamsptead Jan 31 
Cannon st 

GELSON, WILLIAM, Tunstall, Stafford Jan 11 Llewellyn & Son, Tunstall 

GREENWOOD, THOMAS, Healey, Rochdale, Engineer Jan 24 Chadwick, Rochdale 

Grey, Emma, Curzon st, Mayfair Jan 14 Aylward & Cobbett, Clifford's inn 

GRIFFIN, JONAS EBDMUND, Banbury, Oxford, Dealer Dec 24 Stockton & Sons, Banbury 

HALL, MARY, Hurstpierpoint,Suseex Jan 15 Hare & Co, Temple chmbre 

HALLIWELL, WILLIAM, Levensiulme, Lancaster Jan 1 Clayton & Co, Ashton ander 
Lyne 

Waarner, MARY, Burnley Dec 30 Whittingham, Burnley * 

HENWOOD, MARGARETTA, Minehead, Somerset Dec 28 Incledon & Newbery, Mine- 
head 

HILLS, ANNIE JANE, Great Barr, Stafford Dec3) Tyndall & Co, Birmingham 

HINCHCLIFFE, JAMES, Headingley, Leeds Dec 3it A & & H J Carr, Leeds 

JONES, MARGARET, Yoysddu, Von Jan 12 Sandford & Co, Arundel st, Strand 

KAY, GEORGR, Penistone, York Dec 31 Harvey & Co, Manchester 

KENNEALY, MARY, Bury Jan 10 Bertwistle, Bury 

LAMPITT, DANIEL, Evesham, Worcester, Market Gardener Jan 16 

LATHAM, SARAH, Liverpool Feb 10 Harrison & Burton, Liverpool 

LIGHTBOWN, TIMOTHY, Darwen, Lancs, Cotton Manufacturer Jan 20 Kay, Darwen 

MANTLE, ANN, Handsworth, Stafford Jan 10 Burton & Clark, Birmingham 

MEYER, CESAR Victor, Chorlton cum Hardy, Manchester, Merchant Feb | 
Co, Manchester 

MORGAN, HARRY SAMUEL, Langley Marish, Buckingham, Baker Jan 10 
Slough 

Moyers, JAMES, Huddersfield, Carriage Bui der 

MUTFORD, GEORGE, Dorchester, Domet Jan 14 Lock & Co, Dorchester 

MUTFORD, ALICE ELIZABETH, Dor-hester, Dorset Jan 14 Lock & Co, Dorchester — 

NEWSHAM, HORATIO, Curzon st, Mayfair Jan14 Aylward & Cobbett, Clifford’s inn 

OVEREND, HANNAH SPENCER. Harrogate Jan ’X Harland & Inghem, Leeds 

PENN. MARTHA, Doncaster Jan 8 Fenovgh*tv, Rotherham a. 

RICHES, THOMAS HEKBERT, Leigh ou Sea, Essex Jan 7 Mano & Cripp, Essex st, 
Strand 

ROBERTS, HANNAH MARIA, Southsea, Hants Jan 17 Allen, Portsmouth 

ROBINSON, ANN, Scarborough Jan 25 ‘Turnball & Sona, Scarborough 

RoMNEY, Right Hon FRANCES AUGUSTA CON>TANCE Countess of, Chester €q 
Fover * Co, Essex st, Strind 

ROWLEY, GERTRUDE MARIA, Brading,I of W Jan 18 

SEYMOUR, JOHN, Ihame, Oxford, Insurauce Agent 
Wycombe 

Ww ARREN, FREDERICK, Exeter, Dairyman Jan 10 Friend & Tarbet, Exeter 

WILKINS MARGARET CATHERINE, Carnarvon Jan 21 Allenson, Carnarvon 

YORK, SARAH ANN, Windsor rd, Forest Gate Jan8 Bartlett & Gregory, New sq 


Carrick 


Blyth, Norwich 
Hubbard & Co, 


Byrch & Co, Evesham 


Slater & 
Barratt & Son, 


Dec 20 Armitage & Co, Huddersfield 


Jan 14 


Bazeley & Co, Bideford 
Jan 17 Reynolds & Son, High 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Dec 16, 


ANDERSON, RoBERT, Belgrave rd Jan 31 Kimbers & Roatman, Lombard st 

AYLMER, TaOMaS WILLIAM BRABAZON, Farlegh, Hungerford, Somerset 
Nicholson & Crouch, Surrey st 

BARRET®, JAMES, Kenwyn, Cornwall, Farmer Jan 25 Hancock, Truro 

BIRCH, CHARLES. Foots Gray. Kent Jan17 Taylor, Norfolk House, Norfolk st 

BLUNN, JAMES HENRY. Rugby Dec 27 Renton, Bedford rw 

BROWN. THOMAS MARRIOTT, Pendleton, Lancaster, Colliery Salesman Jan 21 
& Co, Manchester 

CARPE\TER, HENRY SAUNDERS, Anerley, Surrey Jan 25 Hillearys, Fenchurch bldgs 

CARPENTER, MARY GILBERT, Anerley, Surrey Jan 25 Hillearys, Fenchurch bldgs 

COLEBROOK, ELIZA, Watford Jan 17 Sedgwick & Co, Watford 

COLLINS, Rev JOHN FERDINANDO, Chariton, Malmesbury, Wilts Jan 20 Forrester & 
Co, Malmesbury 

COOPER, MARY, Josephine av, Brixton 
Walk, Temple 

CopR, WILLIAM, Stramshall, Stafford 

DowGLaS, JaMES, Coatham, Redear, York Feb. Sill & Son, Middlesbrough 

DUNN, SFENCER, Lindfield gdns, Hampstead Jan 16 Clark,Chancery In ' 

Grpps, EDMUND FREDERICK Est: Ovgt, Army and Navy Club, Pall Mail Jan 28 Taylor 
& Co, Great James st ’ 

HATTON, HARRIETT ELIzaBETH, Upper Hamilton ter Jan 31 Herbert, Cork st, Bur- 
lineton gdns 

HAWORTH, ELLEN, Blackburn Jan 12 Whiteside & Roberts, Blackburn 

HAWTREY, GEORGE Procter, Wormley, Hertford, Author Jan 15 Hunt, Haymarket 

Hou! EN, JoHN, Manchester, Architect Jan 28 Hadfield & Co, Manchester 

HoLLoway, EDWARD, Holles st, Cav.ndish sq March 1 Cartwright & Cunningham, 

Paternoster row > 

Hotmes, JAMES, Graham rd, Hackney, Builder Jan 1° & ¢ 

Jones, ANNE, High st, Harlesden Jan 15 Pierron & Eliis, 
Kensington 

LANE, ALLAN ERNEST Bastow, New York, USA 
Bir hopsgate 

McDOUGALL, ERIC ALFRED WILLIAM, Mandslay, Upper Burma, Superintendent of 
Police Jan 13 Procter, Brosdway, Ealing 

MARSHALL, WILLIAM, Lancing, Sussex Jan 8 Adler & Perowne, Copthall av 

MARTIN, WILLIAM SAMUEL TOTHILL, East Dulwich Auct oneer, Feb 1 Jutsum «& 


Jones, Finsbery. circus : 
MILLER, SAMUEL JosErH, Fordwych rd, Cricklewood Jan 23 Thrupp & Co, Old 


Cavendish st 

McRRAY, JOHN CHARLES, Brighton Hargreaves & Joblin, Stone bidgs, 
Lincoln's ino 

OLIVER, WILLIAM Henry, Exeter Jan i4 Dunn & Baker, Exeter 

PARKER, JOHN, Stillington, York Jan5 Lucas & Walster, York 

PEMBERTON. MARY oNN, Lytham, Lancaster Jan 14 W & J ( cooper, Preston 

PuILpoTtT, HENRY,Southampt)n Feb 13 Bassett & Co, Southampton 

PICKERING, THOMAS, East Ketford, Nottingham, Grocer Feb 13 
ford 

Pounce, JAMES HENRY, Hendon Jan16 James & James, Ely pl 

RAINE, ELIZABETH, Howden le Wear, Durham Jan 16 Marquis, Crook 

RICHMOND, PHILIP THOMAS, Chiswick Jan 2) Singleton, Eesex et, Strand 

RimMER. JOHN, & arisbrick, Farmer Jan7 Wilmot & Hodge, Sovthport 

RIMMER, ELIZABETS, Scarisbrick Jan7 Wilmot & Hodge, Southnort 

ROBINSON, RICHARD, Pitsmoor, Sheffield Jan 31 Dodworth, Sheffield 

Rymer. Rev FREDERICK, DD, Abbey rd, West Hampstead Feb 1 
Mincing In 

SCHMOLDER, PAUL LeopoLp, Manchester, Cotton and Insurance Agent Jan 30 Atkinson 
& Co, Manchester 

SMALLWOOD, HENRY JoserH, Birmingham, Coal Dealer Jan 14 Rollason, Birmingham 

SOMERS, VIKGINIA, the Rt Hon Countess, Berkeley sq Jan 21 Walker & Co, Theo- 
balds rd 

STEPHENSON, Ang Mary AUGUSTA, Brighton Jan 2i Bowkers, Queen Victoria st 


Jan 31 


Grandy 


Jan 17 Giiffishoofe & Brewster, King’s Bench 


Jan2 Hawthorn, Uttoxeter 


Peard & Co, Budge row 


Vernon st, West 


Jan 16 Sims, Devonshire chmbrs 


March 30 


Spencer, East Ret- 


Gasquet & Co, 
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SToKes, ARTHUR HENRY, Greenhill, Derby Jantl C & 8 Loxton, Walsall 
STRACHAN, JonN, Lawrie Park rd, Sydenham, Civil Engineer Jan 31 Forsdike, 


Caruiff 
TATTERSALL, EDWARD, Thornton Heywood, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer Jan 31 
Hartley & Son, Ruchdale 
VICARY, ELiza TEMPLER, Dawlish, Devon Jan 12 Geare & Mathew, Exeter 
WALURORAVE, AGNES EMILY, Hertingfordbury, Hertford Jan 16 Moon & Co, Lincoln's 
inn flelds 
Weston, JouN BENNETT, Birkdale Febi Ascroft & Co, Oldham 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Dec. 20. 


BARKER, CHARLES WALTER, Worplesdon, Surrey Jan16 Sma)lipeice & Co, Guildford 
BARNSBER, WALTER HERBERT, Leeds, Wholesale Draper March i J B & J A Brooke, 
8 


BEAR, ALFRED RopERT, Newport, Mon Jani10 Lyndon & Co, Newport, Mon 
BEATTY, JAMES MAC N&ALE, King st, St James's Jan 30 Edwards & Sons, Moorgate st 


BELL, James Woop, Sefton Park, Liverpool, Manager Jan 2 Bailes, Stoneycroft, | 


Liverpool 

BEYTON, GEORGE, Queensdown rd, Clapton, Licensed Victualler Jan 20 Barrett & 
Son, Leadenhall! st 

BERRY, ALBERT, Huddersfield Dec 31 Owen & Bailey, Huddersfield 

BLOOMENTHAL, FREDERICE, Upper Thamesst Jan 20 Mackrell & Co, Cannon st 

BOUBTTE, THOMAS FLORENTIN, Sutton, Surrey, Saddler Jan 21 Spencer & Co, Sutton 

Brown, JAMES, Wyke, York, Farmer Rhodes, Brighouse 

BURNETT, MARIA MakGAet, Northampton Jan3t Harris & Harris, Sittingbourne 

CRAWLEY, JOHN, East Ham, Essex Jan 23 Daybell, Stratford 

CROMPTON, HARRIET, Pembury, Kent Jan 24 Greenip &Co Tonbridge Wells 

DIGOLE, CHARLOTTE, Birtle, nr Bury, Lancs Jan 2% Butcher & Barlow. bury 

ENDACOTT, Henry, Chagford, Devon Jan20 Hutchings & Keonaway, Teignmouth 

FORSTER, PAUL FREDERICK, East Woodhay, Hants Jan 31 Druces & Attlee, 
Billiter eq 

GInpons, CHARLES, Ramagate, Licensed Victualler Jan 31 Sankey, Ramsgate 

GILs0N, CHARLES Lone, Liverpool Jan 51 O K & W Daniel, Kamsgate 

GREEN WOOD, ALICE, Billington. Lancs Jan1é6 L & W Wilkinson, Blackburn 

GRINDROD, CHARLES FREDERICK, Malvern, Worcester, Physician Feb 4 Hensman & 
Marshall, Bedford row 

HALL, Jouy, Throckley, Northumberland, Postmaster Jan 20 Dickinson & Co, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

HARBEN, HENRY ANDRADE, St James's ct, Buckingham gt Jan 31 Lee & Pemberton, 
Lincoln's inn fields 


HARRINGTON, GEORGE FRANCIs, Cardiff Jan31 Willett, Cardiff 

HILL, MARY, Whitstable, Kent Jan 20 Cox & Lafone, Tower Royal, Cannon st 

Hooper, GEORGE, Chelteaham, Coal Merchant Feb 1 Earengey, Cheltenham 

Howartu, Jonny, Chorlton upon Medlock, Manche-ter Dec 30 Rogers, Manchester 

IvE, EDMUND, Kuislip, Middlesex Jan2i Bird & Lovibond, Uxbridge 

JAMES, MARIAN JULIA, Hindhead, Haslemere, Surrey Feb 1 Collyer-Bristow & Co, 
Bedford row 

James, SARAH, Live | Jan 24 Peacock & Co, Liverpool 

JOHNSON, AUGUSTUS Grantee, Earl's Court sq, Feb 3 sladen & Wing, Queen Anne's 
Gate, Westminster 

Jones, WILLIAM, Brighton Jan 31 Godfree & Godfree, Brighton 

LANGE, RICHARD FREDERICK, + upom Tyne Merchant Feb6 Wilkinson & 
Marshall, Newcastle upon 

LER, JOHN COCKBURN FRANCIS, Gloucester gdns, Hyde Park Jan 27 Nicholson & Co, 
Coleman st 

Ling, JANE, Eastleigh, Hants Feb1 Bailey & White, Bastleigh 

MARTIN, ELIZA, Osborne rd, Palmer's Green Jan 15 Uale & Co, Cornbill 

MUGGLETON, MARY, Leamington, Warwick Jan 31 Cottre.1 & Son, Birmingham 

O Brien, DaME IDA SOPHIA, Bryanston sq Jan 31 Saxton & Morgan, Somerset st 
Port 

OwEN, JANE se ELIZABETH, Nottingham Jan 25 Young, Nottingham 


| PARKER, RopeRrT, South Kensington Jan 21 Parker, Raymon: bidgs, Gray’s Inn 


PEARSON, HuGH, Cheltenham Jan 31 Todd & Co, Chancery In 


Peate, JANE ELIZABETH, Lytham, Lancaster Jan17 Jones & Co, Manchester 


PEREGRINE, EMMA HANNAH, James st, Hyde Park Jan 20 Mackrell & Co, Cannon st 


, REYNOLDS, ALFRED, Milborne Port, Somerset Jan 14 Ffooks & Grimley, Sherborne 


| SHEFFIELD, DAVID, Clayton le Moors, L an 


Dorset 
SEAMAN, MARY, Skelton in Cleveland, York Pag 20 Hoggett, Middlesbrough 
Jan 31 Briteliffe, Accring- 





ton 
SmirH, ANN, Wallasey, Birkenhead Jan 1 Winterbotham & Vo, Cheltenham 
SmiTH, JAMES MuRRAY, Harrowrd, Physician Jan 30 Stringer & Strioger, High rd 


Kuburna 
STEDMAN, RoBERT, Onehouse, Suffolk, Farmer Jan6 Hayward & Son, Stowmarket 


STEPHENS, HORATIO, Palace rd, Streatham hill Jan 31 Crook & Co, King st, Cheap- 
id 


e 
TAYLOR, Jonus, Eastbonrne Jan 23 Robbins & Co, Strand 
WHEELER, ALBERT VICTOR, Southport, Physician Jan 28 Williams, Southport 
WILKINSON, ELLEN, Bastbourne Jan15 Hart & Co, Eastbourne 











Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Dec. 13. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


ANDREW, JOHN WILLIAM, Ashton under Lyne, Hay Dealer 
Dec 91 at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


Jeweller Dec 21 at 11 
Nottingham 


Dec Zl et 12 Ont Ree, Kivg st, Newcastle, St«ff 
BIRTWISTLE, EDWIN BRILGE, Heap Bridge, or Bary, Lancs, 
Cattle Dealer Dec 33 at 3 19, Exchange st, Boitoa 
Brown, HoRaATIO, Attercliffe, Sheltield, Baker Dec 21 at 
12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

CAINES, JAMES JOHN HELLERY, Cardiff, School Attendance 
Officer Dec 2lat12 117, &t Mary st, Cardiff 

CARR, CHARLEs JOHN, Great Yarmouth, Stationer Dec 
atilz Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 


| Prercy, Epwin RAYNER, 


12 14, B-dford row 


Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

COATES, 
Dec 2i at ll Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

COULTER, JOHN COULT#R, Nassau rd, Rarnes Dec 23 at 
11.80 + York rd, Westminster Bridge 

CORFIFLD, F, Cornhill, Insurance Agent Dec 22 at 1 
Beakragtc y bldgs Carey +t 

COTTRELL, GeoRGER, Hungerford, Berks, Engineer Dec 22 
at3 HKankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

COULTER, ROBERT POR! ER, Nassau rd, Barnes Dec 23 at 12 
132, Yord rd, Westminster Bridge 

DAWSON, GEORGE, South Broomhill, nr Acklington, 


12 14, Bedford row 


chester 


upon Tyne 

Dosson, BARBARA, Margate, Hotel Proprietress Dec 21 
at10.30 Off Ree, 68A, Castle st, Canterbury 

East, HERBERT CHARLES, Batte sea tise, Clapham 
Junction, Auctioneer Dec 21 at 11.30 132, York rd, 
West minater Bridge 

Eastwoop, Mary, Liverpool, Boarding House Keeper 
Dec 23 at ll Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

FITZGERALD, GERALDINES V, ‘Cawsand. Cornwall, Spinster 
Dec 22at33) 7, Buc kland ter, Plymouth 

FREEMAN, Grorcr. " PREDERICK, Bale, Cheshire, Me'al 
Merchant Dec Zl at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
chester 


7, Regent st, Barnsley 


11.30 Raskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birming- 


HALL, WILLIAM Scott, Newcastle upon Tyne, Sanitary 


Newby, WILLIAM SHEPHERD, Rawdon, York, Coal Mer- 
chant Dec vl at ll Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 
NoRMAN, CHARLES, Blunham, Beds, Market Gardener 
Dec 22 at 12 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 
NUNN, STEPHEN JouN, Grantham, Journeyman Working 
Off Rec, 4, Castie pl, Park st, 


OLIVER, JOSEPH THOMPSON, pobre 9 Box — 
BaRKATT, ARTHOR, Wolsel Brid Staff yi bec Zliat4 Off Rec 48, Westborough, Scarboroug 

¥ wg Fy gh ne | PARKER, ALBERT EvpWARD, Rugby, Fishmonger Dec 21 
at ll Off Rec, 8 Hizh st, Coventry 


Dec 21 at 12.30 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 
PoTTer, HENRY, St Albans, 


SMITH, THOMAS, Burtonwood, nr Newton le Willows, 
Lancs, Farmer Lec 2lat3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Mat- 


STEER, JOHN THOMAS DIXON, Oswaldtwistle, Coal Dealer 
Dec Zl atil Off Rec, 18, Winckley ct, Preston 
STEVEN, WILLIAM EDWARD, Grimsby Dec 23 at 4 Off 
Kec, 48, Westborough, Sca: borough terbury 
THARME, SAMPSON, Wolverhampton, Hackney Carriage 
Miver Dec 2lati2 0 c, 80, Mc iewe Preprietor Dec 22 at 12 
© Ree, 60, Meslay ot, Rowesstio WARDLE, HARRY, and HENRY CHARLES FIRTH, Cudworth, 
| nr Barnsley, Contractors Dec 21 a 10.30 Off Rec, 


WILLIAMS, THOMAS. Fforestfach, Glam, Mason Dec 22 at 
lt Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary's st, Swan 


sea 
| WragG, Jonn THOMAS, York, Fruiterer Dec 23 at 3.20 | 
Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 
WRIGHT, SAMUEL ISAAC NoRTH, Askern, York, Bath Pro- 
prietor Dec 2iat1 Off Reo, Figtree In, Sheffield Leeds 
WRIGHT, SAMUEL, Oulton, nr ceeds, Sand Merchant 
Dec 21 at 11.30 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
GuMrRicH, CARL, Balsall Heath, Birmingham Dec 22 at | BANNISTER, EDWARD ALBERT, Twickenham, Nurseryman 
Brentford Pet Dec 9 Ord Dec 9 


Lanes, Cattle Dealer Bolton Pet Decyv 


HAXBY, JosEera SHAW, Sy , Lodging house Keeper 
Scarborouch Pet’ Dec9 Ord 

Hopson, HERBERT, Disforth, ry Thirsk, 
Northallerton Pet Dec 8 Dec 8 

HUMPHREY, GEORGE, Cheshire, yo 1 Licenred 
Victualier Aylesbury Pet Dec 9 Urd Dec 9 

Joun, WILLIAM, Burry Port, 2 Coal Merchant 
Crrmarthen Pet Nuv 25 Ord Dec 1 

LIECK, FREDERICK JOHN, Maidstone, Miller Maidstone 
Pet Dec 10 Urd Dec 10 

MCLEAN, JAMES BELL, Manches‘er, Artificial Teeth 
Maker Manchester Pet Dec9 Ord 9 

MASSER, HAROLD, York, General Clerk York Pet Dec 8 


, Jobmaster Dec 21 at Ord Dee 8 
eprudinn MERCER, HENRY PHILip, Uxbridge Windsor Pet Aug 13 


Clothier 


Gorleston, Suffolk, Draper 


PRIDE, CHRISTOPHER, Bristol, Engineer Dec 21 at 11,30 Ord 10 

Of = 26, Baldwin st, Bristol —_ ER, VERNON HENRY, Uxbridge Windsor Pet Aug 
RoBeRtTs, WILLIAM, Chwilog, Carnarvon, Pig Dealer Dec 
. - . 6 ry 3B, Wakefield, Greengrocer Wakefield 
CHAPMAN, HENRY, Colchester, Gre 21 at 2.15 2ljat 2.15 Tower Hotel, Pwllheli Mire RL, GEORGE, , 

aoe ot tnsehe nt Dec ti at 2-15 | . noLes, JOSEPH, Doncaster, Talior Dec 21 at 12,80 Of Ind Dec 9 

FREDERICK WILLIA x | Rec, Figtree Ip, Sheffield 

1 oa M, Dover, Confectioner ScoTT, ARTHUR, Southend on Sea, Confectioner Dec 23 at 


ord Dec 10 


Pet Dec9 © 
Newsy, WILLIAM SHEPHERD, Rawdon, York, Coal Mer- 
chant Leeds Prt DecS Ord Dec 8 
— HarRkRY, Sheffield, Fish Daler Sheffield Pet 
9 


Ord Dec 9 
a St Albans, Jobmaster St Albans Pet 
Dec 5 Ord Dec 5 


SAYER, eanaeee, New wre > Coal Merchant 8&t 
Albans Pet Nov 16 Ord Dec 

SCARLETT, HERBERT GEORGE, td Coach Builder Can- 

Pet Dec9 Urd Dec 9 

STONHAM, CHARLES THOMAS, Sheerness, Grocer Kochester 
Pet Nov3 Ord Dec7 

TEALEK, HERBERT GREENWOOD, Leeds, Eolicitor Leeds 
Pet June 4 Ord Dec 8 

THARME, SAMPSON, Wolverhampton, Hackney Carriage 
Proprietor Wolverhampton Pet Dec9 Ord wee 9 

WILLYAMS, ARTHUR, HUGH VIVIAN, St Mawes RSO, 
Cornwall High Court Pet Novs Ord Dec 8 

babar | — THoMAS, York, Fruiterer York Pet Dec 9 





Off Rec, Wolverhampton 


‘ 

WRIGHT, SAMUEL, Oulton, nr Leeds, Sand Merchant 

Pet Dec? Ord vec 7 

VERCESI, ANNIBALE, Churton st, Pim ico, Foreign Produce 
Merchant High Court Pet vec8 Ord Oct 11 

YEATMAN, JOHN FRANCIS Pym. Trinity chambrs, Trinity 
sy, Accountant HighCourt Pet July 25 Ord Dec 8 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND PETITION 
DISMISSED. 








ham BIRTWISTLE, EDWIN BRIDGE, Heap Bridge, pr Bury, 
Ord Dec 9 | Gmace, GEORGE, Strand, Company Promoter —— 


Engineer's Manager Dec 21 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mos- 

8 ley st, Newcastle upon Tyne 
ARWOOD, GILBERT WitiaM, Chestnut grove, Balham, BRITTAN, WILLIAM, 
Florist Dec 22 at 12 192, York rd, Westminster 


| Boventon, Rosert, Deronda rd, Herne Hill, Surveyor | 

High Court Pet Nov 8 
Nottingham, Whip Maker ound 
ham Pet Dec 8 (rd Dec 8 


pany 

Pet Uct2l Rec Ord Nov 18 Rssc and Dis Dec 

London Gazette.—F aipar, Dec. 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Ord Dec 9 


Bridge | CHALTON, JOHN SAMUEL, Stent. cpamtee, Plum!er Bir- | B rnestt, V Wicitovessy, Sevenoaks, Kent, Assistant 
HAxpY, JOSEPH SHAW, Bridlington, Lodging House kenhead Pet Dec 8 Ord Dec | ““achoolmaster Tunbridge Wells Pet Dec 1 Ord 
| Hh, 21 at 4.30 Off Rec, 48, estborough, | CovLTER, JOHN a ae Yn Barnes Wands- | Dee 12 
| worth Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec lu Bartuotomew, Wittiam Josern Horace, Gravesend, 
Hons, GronGs, and ARTHUR Hory, Luton, Straw Plait | CovtTER, ROBERT PORTER, ayy rd, Barnes Wands- Tobacconist Rochester Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 
Merchants Dec 21 at 12 Chamber of Commerce, 29, | worth Pet De:10 Ord Dec 1 Briext, |) hl Doctor High Court Pet Nov 
Cox, ARTHUR PHILIP, Cuurton a Pimlico High Court 16 Ord Dec 13 


King st, Luton 


Joun, WILLIAM, Burry Port, Carmarthen, Coal Merchant Pet Novll rd Dec 9 


Dec #3 at 11.30 Uff Keo, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen | CURTIS, CHARLES, Piumstead Common rd, Builder Green- 
Pet Nov18 Ord Dec 9 
DAWSON, GEORGE, South Broomhill, nr Acklington, Miner 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Dec’? Ord — 
| DE LA i KEENE MAURICE, Lancaster 
High —_ a Mayé4 0 Nov? 
verpoo! 
L verpool Pet’ Dec 8 Ord Dec 8 
FREEWAN, GRORGE FREDERICK, Sale, ates, Pee Gna, = Bexsamix Taomas, Carmarthen, Saddler Carmar- 
Merchant Manchester Pet Nov 23 Ord Pet 
FULBROOK, ISAAC, Sevenoakes, Harness Maker * Tun- Dancout, Mica. JosErn, Westow st, U; 
bridge Wells Pet Nov 19 Ord Dec 10 gr Croy Pet Dec 7 ‘tr Dec 13 
| anmoont, BERNARD FRANCIS SERATH, Taplow Windsor | Fors, Basnetrt, 
10 


Jones, Jouns, Penegoes, Montgomery, Manager Dec 21 at | 
12 Town Hall, Aberystwyth | 

KENS®TT, Davip, Chobham, Surrey,Grocer Dec 22at 11.30 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Lave, ARTHUR HENRY WEBB, Hans rd, Kensington Dec 
22atli Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

MASSER, } my my York, General Clerk ae 3 at3 Of 
Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, 

McLean, Jame BRLu, Manchester, ‘Artificial Teeth Maker 
Dec 22 at 8 Off Rec, st, Manchester 

MITCHELL, GroreR, Wakefield, Greengrocer Dec 22 at 13 

Bond ter, Wa efield 
Mount, REGINALD CRooK, Bracknell, Berks, Company Pet Oct 13 


| EASTWOOD, Mant, 


Director Dec 22 at 12 The Queen’s Hotel, Read- | HARGREAVES, JOSIAH MASON, Lancaster Liverpool Pet | Fowisr, Wituias, 


ing Nov 3 Ord Dec 10 


Bieas, wy Nereas, Stepney High Court Pet Nov 
il 


Sees Saee Fellows rd, Hampstead High Court 
Pet Oct 25 Ord Dec 13 
Baay, Hersext ond Nightingale pl, Woolwich, 
—— Dealer Greenwich Pet Nov “2 Ord 
Boarding House Keeper Baspeee Shean dome Aatnur, Exeter, Confectioner Exeter 
12 Dec 12 





te, Company 


Dee 12 Ord Deci2 
Norwood, 





Treharris, Merthyr Wall Paper 
Merchant Merthyr Tydfil Pet Nov 29 Ord Dec 12 
wick st, peneeeD, Hairdres«t 
} High Court Pet Dec 10 Ord Dee 1 








































Dec. 24, 1910. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


(Vol. 55.) 147 








-— 


Gaust, Hensenr, Leeds, Coal Hawker Leeds Pet Dec 14 
Ord Dec 14 


Gazex, Waren, Sale, Chester, Nurseryman Manchester 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Dec 12 

Guy, ~~} Nottingham Nottingham Pet Dec 13 Ord 
Dee 1 


Jor, —5 | —, York, Watchmaker Halifax Pet 
Dee 1 


aaah, Georez Dowatp, and Frepexick Wiis 
Russstt, Luton, Chatham, Builders Rochester Pet 
Decl4 Ord Dec 14 

Krrouts, Horace Wii.tam, Darlington, Grocer Stockton 
on Tees Pet Dec 13 “Ord Dee 13 

Lovertpes, WaLLace ry Chiswick, Furrier Brentford 
Pet Novi1l Ord Dec 1 

Ma.uxtr, Jouy Lowetolt Fish 1 eee Great 
Yarmouth Pet Dec 10 Ord Dee 

Marcars, Samv&1, and Roperst il Wess, Bingley 
Yorks, Woolcombers Bradford Pet Nov 16 “Ord 

MILLs, SimBon Bissett Caatwaicut, Pensnett, Stafford 

ining Engineer Stourbridge Pet Dec 12 Or 


Dee 12 
ma, % + a. Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet 


me i Cuastes Joax, Trowbridge, Wilts, Engineer 
Bath Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 

Parker, Jossra, Kidderminster, Baker Kidderminster 
Pet Dec 12 Ord Declz 

Saves, Jonw, Walpole st, Chelsea High Court. Pet Sept 
2 Ord Nov 10 

Saveas, Heapert Jony, Southwold, wnT Ly Sales- 
man Great Yarmouth Pet Dec 14 





Ssacen, Haxay Jous, Brighton, one “Brighton Pet | 
Dec 14 | Ovestanp, Faeperice, Elm. or 


Dec 14 
Sewevt, Crarz Axyoip, Urmston, Lancs, Commercial 
Clerk Salford Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 
Suagp.ow, Faeperick, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler 
Nottingham Pet Dec 10 Ord Dee 14 


Suaices, Kupert, Middlesbrough, Commission Agent | 
Midd 3 Ord Dee Dee 1 | Monsow, Nevtson, and Henry Witiiam Saunpears, Great 


lesbrough Pet Dec 13 





Sura, Cuaaize, Lincoln, Fish Dealer Lincoln Pet Dec 14 | 
Or 


Dec 14 
a | Comstastive J, Burleigh mans, Charing Cross 
rd, Company Promoter High Court Pet Sept 17 
Ord Dee 8 
Taws, Jon~w Wititam, York rd, Brentford, 
Brentford Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 
Watrox, Tuomas, a Pork Butcher Lincoln Pet | 
Dec 14 Ord Dec 1 


Salesman | 


Baipers, Fraycis Aatuaus, Exeter, Confectioner Dec 24 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

tingham, Whip Maker Dec 24 et 

C.stle pl, Park st, Nottingham 


ll 40 
> ious ee, N , Builder Deo 24 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, K st, Norwich 


Geum Tuomas, Neath, lam, House Decorator Dec 29 
at ll Off Rec, Government bidgs, 8t Mary’s st, Swan 


Ree 

Datsooit, Micuagt Joszra, Westow st, Upper Norwood, 
Bie Dec 29 at 12 132 York rd, Westminster 

Fow er, . Chadwick st, a. Hairdresser 
Dec 29 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Care 

Gaunt, Heepert, Leeds, Hawker te 2Watll Off 

, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Gress, "Watrae, Sale, Cheshire, Nurseryman Dec 24 at 
10.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Hossoy, Heaperr, Dishforth, or Thirsk, Yorks, Clothier 
Dec 24 at 11 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 
Middlesbrough 

Joy, James, Brighouse, York, Watchmaker Dec 29at 10.45 
County Court, Prescott st. Halifax 

canes, Faepenicx Joux, Maidstone, Miller Dec 29 at 11 

King st, Maidstone 

seen eney Pamir, Uxbridge, Middlesex, Miller's 
Assistant Dec 30 at 11.30 14, Bedford row 

Mercer, Veanon Henny, Uxbridge, Middlesex, Miller's 
Assistant Dec 30 at12 14, Bedford row 

Mercatrs, Samust and Rosert Marspen Wess, Bingley, 
Yorks, Woolcombers Dec 29at 3 Off Rec, 12, Duke 
st, Bradford 

Noaturaor, Groroe Heyay, Liandudno, Pork Rutcher 
Dec 29'at 11.30 Crypt chmbrs, = ate row, Chester 

sbech, Cambridge, 
Farmer Dect4ati1 Off Rec, 8, ‘Ties st, Norwich 

| Pargtiscroy, Faepesick Hesry, Winc hcombe, Baker 
Dec 29 at 8.15 County Coart bldgs, Uh lteoham 

| Puasxitt, James, Great Grimsby, Labourer Dec 24 at 12 

Rec, St Mary’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 


Yarmouth, Fish Buyers Dec 24 at 12 Off Ree, 8, 
King st, » orwich 
Soriano, Constantine J, Burleigh mans, Charing Cross 
rd, Company Promoter Dec 29 at 12 Bankvuptey 
st 


bidgs, 
Sprecer, Simon Cytuer, Liverpool Dec29at11 Off Rec, 
35, Victoria st, Liv 1 
Sota, Joun Wituam, Burton on Trent, Grocer Dec 29 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 


Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 


Wesr, Ouiver tei Birmingham, Grocer Birmingham | Yesse, Henry Portincer, Leamiogton Dec 29at1l1 Off 
Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 13 


Ware, Tom, | epee est, Riding Master Puole 
Ord Dee 1 

Wuirrurap, a Marton, nr Ulverston, Botanical 
Brewer Barrow in Furness Pet Declv Ord Dec 10 

Wixissox, Ropzart, Newport, Mon, Shipbroker Newport, | 
Mon Pet Nov 20 Ord Dec 9 

Youre, Hesry Porrinesr, Leamington Warwick Pet 
Nov22 Ord Dec 9 


Amended notice substituted for that ’ tana in the 
London Gazette of Oct 21: 
Eastox, Wattace, New Southgate, Middlesex, Builder 
Gré&nwich Pet Sept 13 Ord Oct,18 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
Lonuon Gazette Dec 2 : 
—- Paice, Ashton under Lyne, Leather Merchant 
ton under Lyne Pet Nov14 Ord Nov 28 


Bano Notices substituted for those published in the 
London Gazette Dec 9: 
ee Cuartes Hucn Taoagnuit, Nafferton, East 
Portable Building Manutacturer Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Dec6 Ord Dee 6 
Hawoatn, Tom, Cwmavon, Off Beer Licence Holder 
Neath Pet Dec? Ord Dec7 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Bannister, Epwarp ALBERT, creme Nurseryman 
Dec 30 at3 14, Bedford ro 
Baiost, Hevay, Jermyn st, Dostor Dec 29 at |12 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Bicos, Gzorrazy Nurzay, Stepney Dec 30 at1l Bank- 


badge, Carey st 

a + Lier, Fellows rd, Hampstead Dec 29 at 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Son Heassut Epwasgpv, Woolwich, Furniture Dealer 

Dec 29 at 11.30 182, York rd, Westminster dessanaase rd 


| 
| 











ADJUDICATIONS. 

Ayprew, Jouw Wittiam, Ashton under igas, Hay Dealer 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Dec7 Ord Dec7 

| = Anniz, Cardiff, General Draper Merthyr Tydfil 

t Oct 25° Ord Deo 14 
Bansen, Lawagnce Gitex, Regent st, Theatrical Agent 
High Court Pet Oct 20 Ord Dec 13 

BarTHOLomew, Wiss Jossen Horace Somemnt, 

Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 

Baipass, only ArTaus, Exeter, Confectioner "Restor 
Pet Dec 12 Ord 12 

Buries, Joun Cuaacxes, and A.Bert Joun Srevens, 
aaa, Builders Eastbourne Pet Oct 18 Ord 
Ord Dee 1 

Coxs, Sesame Tuomas, Carmarthen, Saddler Carmarthen 
Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 

Corrigin, Faepesicx Ricuaap Hewary, Cornhill, Insurance 

tt High Court Pet Nov 19 Ord Dec 13 

Cox, Frepraick Wit.iam, Haslemere, Surrey Guildford 
Pet Nov10 Ord 10 

Ouaven, . The Hon Rurgrr Cecit, White’ > aah, St James’ 
st High Court Pet Oct1 Ord Dec 

Curry, ALbeRT ;  pemmeed Exchange ‘High Court Pet 
Nov 3 Ord Dec 1 

Dantets, Water _ ae Norwich, Builder Norwich 
Pet Nov 30 Ord Dec 14 

Fow.er, Witiiam, Chadw ee Hairdresser 
High Court Pet Dev 10 “Ord rd Dec 1 





ig 
Cm, ‘ym Leeds, Coal baa _~ Pet Dec 14 
Gares, Wattes, Sale, Suen, Nurseryman Manchester | 


Pet Nov 2% Ord Dec 1 

Gumprica, ea kt Birmingham Pet Nov l4 
Ord Dee } 

Bangs Weaning Scort, Newcastle upon Tyne, Sanitary 


ineer’s Manager Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Noy | 


19 Ord Decsl4 


Hagais, Asaauam, Upton P +" Basex, Builder High 
Court Pet Oct 11 Ord Deo 13 

Hirouty, Horace a I> Grocer Stocktoa 
on Tees Pet Dec 13 Ord 

Hoary, Georoe, ~~ y AR, — Rie Bedford, Straw 
Plait Merchants Luton Pet Dec 12 Ord Deo 5 

Joy, Jamxs, —— . York, Watchmaker Halifax 
Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 1 

es, Groner 4 and Faepeaick Wittiau 
Russe.t, Luton, Chatnam, Builders Ruchester Pet 
Dec 14 Ord Dec l4 

Matuerr, Joux, Lowestoft, Fish Merchant Great Yar- 
mouth Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 10 

Maatix, Faswy Exvizaneta, Bi + Cabinet Maker 
Birmingham Pet Nov 17 Ord Deo 

Messenern, Joun Faawnau, Hyde a under Lyne 
Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 

Merca.ys, Samvuet, and Ropert Marspey hy po Wool- 
combers Bradford Pet Nov 16 Urd Dec 

Mitus, Simson Bissett, Caatwaicurt, end Stafford, 
Mining Engineer Stourbridge Pet Des 12 Ord Deo 
12 


Morais, Paice, Ashton under Lyne, Leather Merchant 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Nov 14 Ord Deo2 

Nix, Jemma Goemean, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet Dic 
138 Ord Dec 1 

Nuns, WILLIAM ; a Clacton on Sea, Accountant Col- 
chester Pet Nov 14 Ord Dec 13 

Parker, Josern, nee, Baker Kidderminster 
Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 1 

Savers, Heapert Joun, Southwold, Suffolk, Fish Salesman 
Great Yarmouth Pet Dec 14 ‘Ord Dec 14 

Suaices, Ropert, Middlesbrough, Commission Agent 
Middlesbrough Pet Deo 13 Urd Dec 13 

Suiru, Cuagces, Lincolu, Wholesale Fish Dealer Lincoln 
Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 

ne. Simon Cyvnea, ey ogy) Managing Director 
Liverpool Pet Nov5 Pet Dec 1 

Taws, Joun Witttam, York 14, " prentiond, Salesman 
Brentford Pet Dec 12 Ord Dee 12 

Toursey, Haray, Bourne End, Bucks, Coal Merchant 
Aylesbury Pet Nov 14 Ord Dec 13 

Wacrox, Tuomas, Lincoln, Pork Butcher Lincoln Pet 
Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 

Wuire, Tom, Parkstone, Dorset, Riding Master Poole 
Pet Dec 12 Ord Dee 13 

Wuireueap, Ropeat, Marton, nr Ulverston, Lancs, 
Botanical Brewer Barrow in Furness Pet Dec 10 
Oid Dee 10 

Youra, Henay et em Leamington Warwick Pet 
Nov 22 Ord Dec 9 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Dec 9; 


Hoy.tayxp, Cuaates Huon Taornaict, Nafferton, East 
Yorkshire, Portable wo~) open Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Dec6 Ord Dec6 


London Gazette.—Torsvay, Dec. 20. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ADAMS, WILLIAM, Edwards st, Wardour st, Manafactur- 
iog Jeweller High Court Pet Dec 16 Ord Deve ib 
ATTWOOD, Moses, Keiditch, Worcester, Baker birming- 

ham Pet Dec i7 Ord Dec 17 
AYRES, HARRY GrOoRGE, Awliscombe, Honiton, Devon, 
Dairyman Exeter Pet Dec16 Ord vee 16 
BRYANT, ALBERT GEORGE, Hue st, Walthamstow, Baker 
High Court Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 
CALEY, JOHN, Kingston upon Halli, Butcher 
upon Hull Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 
Cason, JOHN \ hee am mg on Sea, Builder Chelms- 
ford vet Dec 17 urd Dec 1 


Kingston 


' COLLINS, WILLIAM, Grenefer, logan, Cornwall, Builder 


Truro Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 1 

DANY WILLIAM, Great Grimsby F ee Draper Great 

rimsby Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 

pE 8ST LavURENT, E J SEVILLE, Mortlake, Surrey, 
Analytical Chemist Wandsworth Pet Oct 19 Urd 
Dec 16 

ELVIN, THOMAS WILLOUGHBY NoRTON, Hast Derebam, 
Norfolk, een Agent Norwich Pet Dec 16 
Ord Dec 1 

meuanesenen, THoMAS JOHN, Morecambe, Lancs, Fruit 
Salesman Prestén Pet Dec 16 Ord Dec 16 

FALOKE, SHIRLEY, Half Moon st High Court Pet Sept 
28 Ord Dec 16 

FARR, JOSePH FREDERICK, St Albans, Herts, Hay Dea ler 
St Albans Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


MoOoOoOoRGATE 





FUND, LIMITED, 


_ eeneneiaenr std in ated 


SrRwaT, LOnNPpowm, 





EX@LUSIVE BUSINESS— LICENSED PROPERTY. 





Upwards of 650 a to 
direction can supervision of the Oor 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Quarter sessions have been conducted under the 
poration. 


x | 








Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property Settled by Counsei, will be sent 
application. 







i 
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1 
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Guest, CHARLES Eerrtos, Buxton, Company House | BRYANT, ALBERT GrorncE, Hoe st. Walthamstow, Baker | TaYLon, THomas WILLI4M, Staines, Licensed Victualle 
Keeper S'ockport Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 Jan 2atl Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st Jan at 12 18%, York rd, Westminster Bridge r 
Hamer Jackson & Co, Fleet st, Publishers High Court | Catey, JonNn. Kingston upon Hull, Butcher Dec 31 ati | Usner, Joun, and Isaac Jacnson Usner, Bigrigg, Camber. 
Pet Sept 14 Ord Dec 16 Off Ke2, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hall land, Farmers Dec 30 at 11 Court House, Wh'te- 
HAZELL, BROS, Mitcham, Surrey, Builders Croydon Pet | CHALTON, JOuN SAMUBL, Liscard, Chester, Plamber Dec haven 
Dec 2 Ord Dec 15 Watll Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool WALSH, THOMAS. Heywood, Lanca, Chip Potato Deiler 
Heyrwoop, Ricwarp Jouns, Grantham. Lincs, Optician Coie, Bessamin THOMAS, Carmarthen, Saddler Dec 30 Dec 30 at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Nottingham Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen WaALtos, THomMAS, Lincoln, Pork Butcher Dec 30 at 12 
HILL, HeNry, Gt Malvern Worcester Pet Dec 18 Ord | Dant, WILLIAM, Great Grimsby, tarcy Draper Dec 29 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 
Dee 13 atll Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby WAY, WILFRED GREVILLE MARTIN, Liverpool Dec 29 at 
Hortos, Water, Horncastle, Lincoln, Brewer Lincoln | pe St LAURENT, EJ SeVILLE Savillest, Analytical Chemist 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Pet Dec 15 Ord Dee 15 Jan 3 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd West, OLIVER Preston, Birmingham, Grocer Dec 3 at 
HURLEY, ALEXANDER, Jack Straws Castle, Hampstead | Hawen fackson & Uo. Fle-t st, Publishyrs Jan 5 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Vorporation st, sirming- 
Heath, Music Hall Artiss High Court Pet Nov 10 12 Bankraptcy bidgs, Carey st ham 
Ord Dec 16 HAawortH, Tom, O«mavon, Glam, Off Beer Licence Holder | WHITCHURCH, WILLIAM, Silisbury, Wilts, Greengrocer 
Jones, Ricwarpd, Aberiare, Glam, Grocer Aberdare Pet Dec Slat il Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary st, Dec 29 at 1230 Off Rec, City chmbrs, O:therine st, 
Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 Swansea Salisbury 
Ker, Freperick WILLIAM, Hampton, Middles*x, Nursery- HazeL. Bros, Mitcham, Surrey, Builders Jan 2 a+ 11.30 | Waite, Tom, Parkstone, Dorset, a4 Master Dec 29 at 
man Kingston, Sarrey Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 182, York rd, Westmin-ter Bridge rd 3.30 100, High st (drst floor), Pox 
LIPPARD, THOMAS, Hill st, Peckham, Licensed Victualler Horton, WALTER, Horncastle, Lincs, Brewer Dec 3) at | WHITLEY, JOHN BREARLEY, Bredford, Rubber M nufac- 
High Court Pet Novi0 Ord Dec 14 12.30 (ff Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln turer Jan 4at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Lockett, HARRY, Hanley, Stafford, Printer Hanley Pet Hurisy, ALEXANDER, Jack St aw's Castle, Hampstead ADJUDICATIONS. 
Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 ee : ; Heath, Music Hall Artist Jan 5 at 11 Bankruptcy ADAMS, WILLIAM, Edwards st, Wardour st, Manuf +cturing 
MAKIN, WILLIAM, Chapel Haddlesey, Yorks, Joiner York bidgs, Carey st Jeweller High Court Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 
Pet Dec 16 Ord Dec 16 Jouns, Thomas Heyry, Bloxham, Oxford, Commercial . 
MovnsTFoRD, HARRY, Shrewsbury, Carriage Builder Traveller | Deo 20 at 12 1, St Aldates, Orford a Pee na eee Sane 
Shrewsbury Pet Dec 15 Ord Dee 15 Ker, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Hampton, Middlesex. Nursery- , 
NICHOLLS, JOHN, Scarborough, Wholesale Prodace Mer man Jan2at12 134, York rd. Westminster Bridge rd Aree ter bes Des 18 ‘Ord Beene” yey ENE 


6 
ehant York Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 KERRIDGE, GeorGE DONALD, and FREDERICK WILLIAM > w tead C 
OLDS. Fraeperick Wacrer, West Croydon, Clerk Croy Lut m, Chatham, Builders Dec 30 at 3.30 115, High as athe my Mn acd, Samge Rees 


don Pet Vee 14 ‘'rd Dec 14 st Rochester —r ham: 
RowWTHORN, CHARLES Frank. Taunton, Dentist’s Assis Kironts, Horace WILLIAM, Darlington, Grorer Dec 29 a ¥ eS arte te ,. or «| 
tant Tauoton Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec o at i2 Off Rec, Court chmbrsa, Albert rd, Middles- Dec 15 : 
RvTLeper, Faepenicx James, Bethnal Green rd, Solici brough . 
tr High Court Pet Nov i7 Ord - . LipParD, THOMAS, Hill st, a, Licensed Victualler ‘ aot os ee poutine Kingston 
SANDERSON, ARTHUR, Oughtibritge, York, Farmer Shef Jan 2atll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st | y logan, C 
field Pet Dec 16 Ord - 16 ae LocgetT, HARRY, Hanley, Staffs, Printer Dec 30 at 12 c —, "Od Doc 17 ms » Coneren, Satter Erase Bet 
SMELLIC, WILLIAM, Frizinghall, Bradford, Commission North Stafford, Hotel, Stoke on Trent 
Acent Bradford Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 LOVERICGR, WALLACE Lacey, High rd, Chiswick, Furrier ey! Great, Grimsby, Ya Eeeny Gmgee Seek 
STEWART, KATHLREN ALIce GORDON, Yateley, Hamoshire, dan 3 at 12 WM, Bedford row DoBSON, BARBARA, Margate, Hotel aE s Cant:r- 
Boarding House Keeper High Court Pet Des 16 Makin, WILLIAM, Haddlesey, or Selby, York, Joiner bary Pet Nov 23 Ord Dec 16 
Ord Dee 16 Dec 3) at 12.15 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe | DRISCOLL, MICHAEL JosEPH, Westow st, Upper Norwood 
SwaNton, Huai, Lincoln Lincoln Pet Nov 10 Ord pl, York Greengrocer Croydon "Pet Nov 7 Ord Dec 17 
Dec 18 MOUNTFORD, HARRY, Shrewsbary, Carriage Builder Dec | pi yry, Tuomas WILLOUGHBY NORTON, East Dereham 
TAYLOR, THOMAS WILLIAM, Staines, Licensed Victua'ler Si atil.30 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrews»ury ” Norfolk. Commission Agent Norwich Pet Dec 15 
Kingston, Surrey Pet sept 3) Ord Dee 15 NIcHOLLs, JouN, Yapham, nr Pocklington, Wholesa'e Pro Ord Dec 15 
Tuomas, Ropsert, Liverpol, Cartage Agent Li erpool lac: Merchant Dec 30at3 Off tec, Ihe Red House, | prygarneton, THOMAS JOHN, Morecambe, Lancs, Fruit 
Pet Dec 15 (rd Dee 15 , Duncombe pl, York Salesman Preston Pet Dec 16 Ord Dec 16 
THOMPSON, ALFRED Cressy, Creffleld rd, West Acton | O1.ns, FREDERICK WALTER, West Croydon,Clerk Dec 30 | yagR JosEPH FREDERICK, St Allams Herts, sy Dealer 
Brentford Wet Nov 25 Ord Dee 16 at ii.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd  @t Albans Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 
Watsa, THomas, Heywoot, Lan - Caip Potato Dealer | panisa, HARRY, Sheffield, Fish Dealer Dec 30ati2 Off FINE BARNETT, Treharris, Merthvr Tydfil, Wall Paper 
Bolton Pet Dec 14 Ord Deco 17 Rec, Figtree ln, Sheffield | Merchant Merthyr Tydfil Pet Nov 29° Ord Dec 15 
Warrenvrnon, WILLIAM, Salisbury, Wilts, Greengrocer RuTLEepGR, FREDERICK JAMES, Bethnal Green rd, Solicitor GARRATY, Percy CORNELIUS, Coventry, Mechanic Not- 
Salisbury Pet Dec 16 Ord Dee lt Jan4at1 Bankrupecy bidgs, Carey st tingham Pet Nov 15 Ord Dec 13° ° 
Wuirtey, Joun BREARLRY, Bradford, Rubber Manufac- SAYER, HERBERT, New Bushey, Herts, Coal Merchant Jan | gy est, CHARLES EorrTON, Buxton, eee House 
turer High Court Pet Dec 14 Ord Dee t4 2 14, Bedford row Keeper Stockport Pet Dec 1) Ord Dec 1 
WILLIAMS, PauL, Tonna, or Neath, Colliery Manager t, JoHN, Walpole st, Chelsea Jan 4 at 11 Bank- | gawson, a ye Cambridge, Miller 
Neath Pet Dec 16 Ord Dee 16 rupioy bidgs, Carey st Peterborough Pet Nov 2 Ord Dec 
Youes, Niort Wintuorrs, Brighton Brighton Pet Nov | SeweL., CLARE ARNOLD, Urmston, Lanes, Commercial Heywoop, RIcHARD Jouy, Grantham, - FEN Optician 
16 Ord Dee 15 Clerk Dee #0 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester Nottingham Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the SMAILES, RopERT, Middlesbrough, Commission Agent | HILL, — Gt Malvern Worcester Pet Dec 13 Ord 
London Gazette of Dec 6 Dec 29 at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Dec 1 = le, Li =. B u , 
} a CHARD, Folk stone, Builder and Contracto Middlesbrough HorTox, Waren, ey ncoln, Brewer ncoln 
, a Me OT palder and Contractor | .veLiim, WILLIAM, Frisioghall, Bradford, Commsission Pet Dec 15 Ord Dee 1 
Agent Dec 3lat ll Uff Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford HowEgs, CHARLES, King ‘AEST Acton, Socretary 











Amended notice substituted for that published in the . . . —_ 7 Brentford Pet Sept1 Ord Dec 13 
3 1, CHARLES, Li in, Wholesale Fish Salesm ren 
London Gazette of Dec. 16 “aa 11.30 Off ‘Ree, 10, Bank 4 cok an Dee | soves, RICHARD, Aberdare, Glam, Grocer AberJare Pet 


, Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 
— IR-T MEETINGS 7 Surrey Pet Nov2l Ord Dee 15 
viBs STEWART, KATHLEEN ALice Gonvos, Yateley, Hampshire, | Makin, WILLIAM, Chapel Haddlesey, Yorks, Joiner 

Abas, WILLIAM, Edwards st, Wardour st, Manufacturing Hoarding House Keeper Jan 5 at 11 Bankruptcy York Pet Dec 16 Ord Dec 16 

Jeweller Jan 2at!2 Bankruptcy bk igs, Carey ot bidgs, Carey st NICHOLLS, JOHN, Yapham, nr Pocklington, Yorks, 
BAKeR, ANNI8, Cardiff, General Draper Jan 2 at 1230 SWANTON, Hu@H, Lincoln, Managing Director Dec 30 Wholesale Produce Merchant York Pet Dec15 Ord 

Of Rec, County Court, Town Hall, Merthyr Cydfil atll Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln Dee 15 
BARTHOLOMEW, WILLIAM JoserH HORACR, Grave end, | Tawx, Jonw WiLtiaM, York rd, Brentford, Salesman | OLDS, FREDERICK WALTER, _— Croydon, Clerk Croy- 

Tobacconist Dec 30at3 115, High st, Rochesier Jan3at3 14, Becford row don Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec1 
ROWTHORN, CHARLES FRANK, Satan Dentist’s Assistant 

Taunton Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 


‘ iDE x, ° » a Fi Shef- 
Bicentenary. 1710-1910. The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. | ***2'8s°%, AitHUs: Quapiieridge York, Farmen She 
Sracer, Henry Jonn, Brighton, Grocer Brighton Pet 


Dec 14 Ord Dec l4 
F] R E O FFIC b SEWELL, CLARK ARNOLD, Urmston, Lancs, Commercial 
Clerk Salford Pet tec l4 Ord Dec 15 
FOUNDED 1710. SHARDLOW, FREDERICK, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler 


FowLer, WILLtaAM, Chadwe'l st oy ~ Hairdr sser 











a tye ba I. Breton - Bs issi 
: SMELLIB, WILLIAM, Frizingha or om mission 
wasp Ousnans Agent Brad‘ord Pet Dec 15 Ord Dee 
THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, erevs kM, WILLIAM EDWARD, Grimsby cael Pe 
Nov 23 Ord Dec 16 
Jasurances effected on the tollowing risks :— STEWART, KATHLEEN ALICE Gorpox, Yateley, Hamp- 
shire, Sy | House Keeper Bigh Court Pet Dec 


FIRE DAMAGE. twos, Roms, Liverpool, Cartage Agent Liverpool 


9 oe on ae FRSSETR. T ab ggg FAULKNER, and JoHN EpMUND WIL 

’ HO ¢ R, « 3 73 - 

EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL ACCIDENT, LIAMS, Salford, Hay Dealers Salford Pet Oct 21 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE 9 pang by § tease Jackson Venn, Bigries, Cx 

on ding Jener, Jonn, and Isaac JACKson Us . gg, Cum- 

Capand trem Policy dated UB ae My men 0 he | cade petens. Farmers Whitehaven Pet Nev 19 Ord 

MES ANTS. PLATE GLASS. Dec 1 
WALSH, Tnemee, Heywood, Lancs, Chip Potato Dealer 
. Bolton Pet Dec 14 rd Dec 17 
Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, Ww.c, Way, "WILFRED GREVILLE MARTIN, Liverpool Birken- 
- _ oie head Pet Nov23 Ord Dec 
A. W. COUSINS, Distriet Manager. Wrsr, OLIVER PRESTON, vretagt am, Grocer Birming- 
ham Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec } 
Waseem, WILLIAM, am ym {1 ee Greengro-:er 


d Des 1 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE. wisuasr. [Zot eo On Bradford Rabber Manu- 
facturer High Court Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 
The BONDS of the SUN INSURANCE OFFICE are accepted by the | ¥™Lt4és, Paul, Tonns, nr Neath, Colliery Manager 
various Divisions of the High Courts of Justice in England and Ireland amended Notice yabatituted for that publshe 
and the Supreme Courts of Scotland, the Masters in Lunacy, Board of the London Gasette of Deo 16: 


, WwW , Chadwell st, Finsbury, Hairdresser 
Trade, and all Departments of His Majesty's Government. fOwngh Court. “Pet Dec 10 Ord Dee 10” 


























